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(sanctioned “i the opinion of eminent conveyancers) will 
be to continue to insert the attornment clause un- 
altered in all mortgages tq which it is suitable. 

The proviso 4t the end of the 6th section, ‘‘ Provided, 


‘that nothing in this section shall extend to any mort- 


gage of any estate or any interest in any land, tenement, 

or hereditament. which the mortgagee, being i in posses- 
sion, shall have demised to the mortgagor as his tenant 
at a fair and reasonable rent,” has given rise to a good 
deal of perplexity, and it has been often suggested that 
the proviso applies where the mortgagor in possession 
has attorned’ to. the mortgagee in the mortgage deed at 
a fair and reasonable tent. This would be a rational 
provision to make, but the construction is, in our opinion, 
entirely inadmissible. The attornment cannot possibly 


be said to be a demise by “ the mortgagee, being in sos-. 


session,” and the proviso must be confined to the event to 
which, on the literal meaning of the words, it applies. 





Ir HAS BEEN sTaTED this week that a difference has 
arisen between the Governor of Cyprus and the German 
Consul at Larnaca, who also represents Italy. Colonel 
White, Commissioner of Larnaca, lately refused to 
recognize some judicial act-of the officer referred to, and 
the question has arisen how far foreign consuls in 
Cyprus, which still forms an integral part of the Turkish 
Empire, retain the powers granted them by the 
Capitulations. The Capitulations are the arrangements, 
partly traditional and partly by treaty, by which. the 
consuls of different, European States in the Ottoman 
Dominions have the right to try or assist in trying 
offences committed by their compatriots ‘and civil suits 
brought against them. A priori it might have been 
plausibly argued that when foreign States had once 
acquired such a right as regards a particular district, 
they would retain it notwithstanding the government of 
the district was transferred to a Christian State. But 
if this were so the Capitulations would apply to the 
Crimea and the Kingdom vf Greece. As the usage 
of nearly fifty years has pronounced against this view, it 
must be regarded as settled that they do not apply to 
countries which have ceased to be under the. Sultan’s 





Motes for the Ensuing Week. 


January 11.—Hilary Sittings commence. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


AN ESTEEMED CORRESPONDENT writes to ask what is to 
done about the attornment or distress clause in mort. 
jes of real property in the possession of the mortgagor 
iw that section 6 of the new Bills of Sale Act has 
le registration essential to its complete efficacy. He 
that borrower. on mortgage of real estate will not 
mt to have their mortgages registered, and mort- 
will not like to have their remedies curtailed. 
latis true, but the extent of the curtailment should 
erved. As against everyone but an execution 
for, or a trustee in bankruptcy of the mo r, 

® attornment or distress clause remains valid (or, at 
P events, as valid as it has hitherto been) without 
ration. The exceptions are no doubt serious, 

id point to the most usual cases in which the clause is 
in force, but it is to be remembered, on the other 
hd, that the object of the clause is usually only to 
eure the due payment of interest, and there is 
ly enough niargin in the security to insure the 
ent of any interest which is likely 

‘be owed jto fall in arrear, together with 
By senon These considerations, we think, will 
2) mene not unwilling to acquiesce in 
Non-registration of the mortgage deed and the 
quent diminution of the efficiency of the attorn- 
or distress clause. We believe thé practice 





Government. Cyprus, however, is in an anomalous 
position. The Sultan has not parted with the absolut. 
sovereignty, but has only made the. island over to 
England to be governed by her for an indefinite period, 
determinable on the improbable, but not impossible, 
event of Russia restoring to Turkey Kars, Batoum, and 
her other recent acquisitions. This seems to be the 
ground on which the Capitulations are alleged still to be 
applicable to Cyprus. The Italian newspaper, the 
Diritto, says “ Cyprus continues to belong to the Porte, 
and the English authorities in refusing to recognize the 
Capitulations and the jurisdiction of the foreign consuls 
committed an act involving a breach of international 
law and of treaty obligations.” We are, however, unable 
to see why the principle established in the cases of 
Greece and the Crimea should not extend to cases where 
Turkish territory is temporarily placed under the govern- 
ment of a Christian State. It cannot really matter to 
un Italian criminal or litigant who has the absolute 
sovereignty of Cyprus; for the present it is under the 
government of England, and he has precisely the same 
guarantees for obtaining justice as if England were not 
under a contingent obligation to restore the island to 
Turkey at some future time. Until that event happens 
England is free either to maintain the existing laws or 
to alter them, and to employ either Christian or non- 
Christian judges just as she does in India, where she 
has the absolute sovereignty. 


. 





Tu Discussion on the liability of trustee shareholders 
raised by the decision of the Scottish Court of Session, 
gi Lumsden v. Buchanan (4 Macq., H. & C. 
950), has hitherto failed to notice one result of 
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the present state of the law on this subject, The 
trustee, as between himself and the other share- 


holders, is bound to contribute with them to the pay- 


ment of the company’s debts, and is therefore put on 
the list as a contributory, and the cestut que trust 
cannot in general be put upon the list. The. result ‘is 
that the trustee may be (and’ not infrequently is) 
insolvent and unable to pay any calls, while the” ceabui 
qu: trust is perfectly capable of paying to thie last 
penny, but, nevertheless, the trustee and not the cestui 
que trust is the contributory. Thus, in the very recent case 
of In re Humber Ironworks and Shipbuilding Company, 
Williams’ Case (L. R. 1 Ch. D. 576), where the 
purchaser of shares gave as the name of the transferee 
that of a foreman in his employment at-weekly wages, 
and the shares were accordingly transferred to the fore- 
man, who, of course, held them as trustee for -the 
purchaser, it was held -that the name of the:purchaser 
could not be placed on the list of contributories. Of 
course the trustee is entitled to be indemnified by his 
cestui que trust, but it is doubtful whether, in tlie case of 
an insolvent trustee, the cestui que trust can be reached 
indirectly by the company by compelling the trustee to 
enforce this right of indemnity. In Hemming v. Mad- 
dick (Ll. R. 9 Eq. 178) Vice-Chancellor Malins ex- 
pressed an opinion that he could not. He said “The 
liquidator is, in my opinion, bound to take 
the person whose name he finds on the register 
for better or for worse. It may happen that the 
shareholder on the register, who is a trustee for arother 
person, is a solvent man, and that the cestui gue trust is 
insolvent, or it'may be just the other way. The com- 
pany must take its chance of that, and can only look to 
the person on the register. But this liquidator is seek- 
ing, by using the name of the plaintiff, to make the 
defendant, who is the cestui que trust, the contributory. 
I do not think that this ought to be done, the company 


having no right to go against the cestui que trust who 
is not on the register.” 





Ir THE consTRucTION adopted by Vice-Chancellor 
Malins in the case of In re Wedderburn’s Trusts (27 
W. R. 53) is correct, we have here a curious instance of 
paternal legislation ; for the effect of the decision is that 
trustees expressly prohibited by the instrument creating 
the trust from investing on any other security than 
Government or Parliamentary securities of Great Britain, 
may, nevertheless, invest in any securities upon 
which cash under the control of the court 
may be invested—e.g., on real _ security, The 
way the Vice-Chancellor brings out this singular result 
is this:—By 22 & 23 Vict. c. 35, s. 32, it is provided 
that ‘‘ when a trustee, executor, or administrator shall 
not, by some instrument creating his trust, be expressly 
Sorbidden to invest any trust fund on real securities in 
any part of the United Kingdom, or on the stock of the 
Bank of England or Ireland, or on East India Stock, it 
shall be lawful for such trustee, executor, or administra- 
tor to invest such trust fund on such securities or stock ; 
and he shall not be liable on that account as for a breach 
of trust, provided that such investment shall in other re- 
spects be reasonable and proper.” Under this provision, 
of course, it is clear that the trustees in the recent case 
could not have invested upon any other than Govern- 
ment or Perliamentary securities. But then came the 
amending Act of 1860 (23 & 24 Vict. c. 38), which 
enabled general orders to be made as to the securities 
on which cash under the control of the court may be 
invested, and enacted (section 11), that “ when any such 
genera) order as aforesaid shall have been made it shall 
be lawful for trustees, executors, or administrators 
having power to invest their trust funds upon Govern- 
ment securities, or upon Parliamentary stocks, funds, or 
securities, or any of them, to invest such trust funds, or 
any part thereof, in any of the stocks, funds, or securities 
in or upon which by euch general order cash under the 


| control of the court may from time to time be in 

The Vice-Chancellor thought that, there being no 
hibition under the second Act, and the trustees being 
authorized to invest in Government or Par! , 


comprised in the general order, including real securities 
‘We should have thought that all Parliamentary power. 
of investment, whether so expressed or not, are subject 
to be controlled by the express directions of the creator 
‘of the trust. There is, however, some ground for the 
Vice-Chancellor’s decision in the fact (which he does nog 
seem to have noticed) that to the very similar provision 
of 4 & 5 Will 4, c. 29, providing that trustees authorized 
to lend on real securities in England, Wales, or Grea} 
_ Britain, may lend on real securities in Ireland, it was 
thought necessary to add an express proviso that “ the 
provisions of this Act shall not apply to any case in, 
which such direction, trust, or power as aforesaid doth 
or shall or may contain any express restriction against 
the investment of such money as aforesaid on securities: 
in Ireland.” We imagine that this clause merely expresse¢ 
what would be the law in the absence of any such 
vision, but it is certainly very desirable that the extent 
to which the duty of the trustee is regulated by the 
instrument creating the trust should be more clearly 
defined. 





~ 





It is announced that Mr. Justice Denman will go the 
Western Circuit, instead of Mr. Justice Field, who takes 
Mr. Justice Denman’s place in town. 

At the Mansion-house Police-court on Saturday, Frede- 
rick Gifford, described as a solicitor’s clerk, was brought 
before the Lord Mayor for preliminary examination, 
charged with breaking and entering the office of Mesers. 
Bell, Broderick, & Gray, solicitors, of Bow-churchyard, 
on the night of the 3rd of July last, and stealing the sum 
of £105 16s. in cash, their property. Mr. George Hodge, 
the managing clerk to the prosecutors, said the prisoner 
had been formerly in their service for a year, but had left 
in April or May of the present year. On arriving at the 
office on the morning of the 4th of July and looking into 
the cash-box in his room he found about £35 had been 
taken ont of the box. When witness left on the previous 
night there was £37 left in it. The clerk next to witnes 
told him he had lost about £56 from his drawer, which wit- 
ness saw had also been forced open. Some months before, 
while the prisoner was in their service, another drawer was 
fouud to have been broken open. Information was then 
given to the police. John Davis, a detective constable of 
the City Police, deposed that on July 4.last, from informa- 
tion received, he went to Hales-terrace, St. George’s-road, 
where the prisoner resided and saw him there. He tolé 
the prisoner that he was suspected of having committed a 
robbery at his late employer's, Messrs. Bell, Broderick, & 
Gray, und asked him if he had anything about him, He 
then handed witness two keys. He was taken to the 
prosecutors’ office, where on trying the keys witness found 
that the smaller of the two fitted the two drawers which 
had been forced. On Saturday morning last, from further 
information he received, witness watched at Hales-terrace, 
where he saw the prisoner and told him he would have to 
accompany him to Bow-lane Police-station to be ch 
with the robbery. He replied that he knew nothing about 
it. The prisoner said nothing in answer to the charge, 
but as witness was bringing him from the police-station to 
the court he said ‘‘ There are more people besides me ia 
Messrs. Bell & Broderick’s employment,’’ Witness cau- 
tioned him and said he would have to repeat all that he 
had said, and the prisoner answered that he knew nothing 
about the £105, and all he had was £80; there was 
another accomplice with him, and he had sold the £50 tos 
Jew in Petticoat-lane for £15. Detective-Sergeant 
cock, in applying for a remand, said he should be able to 
trace several of the notes to the prisoner. The prisoner 
had gone to sea almost direotly after the robbery bad been 
committed, and this accounted for bis not having been 
apprebended at an earlier date. The Lord Mayor re 
manded the prisoner. On Wednesday the prisoner was 





| committed for trial, 
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(RIMINAL RESPONSIBILITY FOR LIBEL OF 
"PROPRIETORS OF NEWSPAPERS. 


‘Typ decision of the Queen’s Bench Division, in the case 
of Reg. ¥- Holbrook, has established for the proprietors 
of newspapers an almost absolute immunity from 
responsibility for libel. The litigation has been 
and obstinate, but we may assume that the judg- 
ment of the 20th ult., ordering, for the second time, a 
new trial, will be final. No appeal is possible, the matter 
being a criminal one, and the opinion of two judges 
will, therefore, permanently prevail over that of four. 
Jord Coleridge, Mr. Justice Lindley, Mr. Justice Grove, 
and Mr. Justice Mellor are overruled, and overruled once 
forall by the Lord Chief Justice and Mr. Justice Lush. We 
are far from saying that the last-named judges are wrong 
—we have indeed long ago avowed an opinion that, on the 
whole, the view they have taken must be the right one— 
put wethink it is to be regretted that the Judicature Acts, 
which allow of an appeal upon nearly every subject, 
however trivial, connected with a civil action, should 
have been so framed as to exclude an appeal on a matter 
of considerable difficulty and beyimd all doubt of the 
gravest public importance. 
More than two years have elapsed since the Portsmouth 
Times, of which the defendants are the proprietors, 
hed an article charging Mr. Howard, the clerk of 
the peace for the borough, with having packed a grand 
jury at the Quarter Sessions, with a view to ensuring that 
no bill should be found against two town councillors, 
charged with the offence of personation at a municipal 
dection. Mr. Howard, after in vain endeavouring to 
secure a public retractation of the charge, determined to 
file a criminal information against the defendants. He 
accordingly applied to the Queen’s Bench Division for the 
necessary rule, which was in due course granted. The 
information was filed, and the defendants pleaded not 
guilty. At the trial before Mr. Justice Lindley, at the 
Hants Summer Assizes, in 1877, the publication of the 
libel was proved, and its falsehood was admitted. But 
the defendants relied upon the 7th section of Lord Camp- 
bell’s Libel Act (6 & 7 Vict. c. 96), which provides 
that whenever on the trial of an information or indict- 
ment for libel, evidence shall have been given which 
establishes a presumptive case of publication against the 
defendant, by the act of any other person by his auth- 
ority, “it shall be lawful for the defendant to prove that 
the publication was without his authority, consent, or 
knowledge, and did not arise from want of due care or 
caution on his part.” They proved they did not them- 
selves take any part in the literary management of the 
Paper; that was committed by them to an editor, 
authorized to “put in what he liked, and to keep out 
what he liked.” Further, they proved that the specific 
article complained of was published without their express 
authority, without their consent, and without their 
knowledge, and did not arise from any want of due care 
and caution on their part. In short, they established what 
‘in nearly all cases a newspaper proprietor, who is not him- 
self the editor, can establish—that they were entirely 
ignorant, until the newspaper was read by them on the 
morning of its publication, of the nature of its contents. 
Mr, Justice Lindley, however, after consultation with 
Lord Coleridge, held that as the editor had a discretion 
absolutely unlimited, section 7 of the Act did not apply 
tothe defendants, who could not be heard to say that an 
article published by their editor under such circumstances 
was published “without their authority.” He, accord- 
ingly, directed a verdict to be entered for the prosecutor. 
A new trial was moved for in the Queen’s Bench 
Division in the following term, on the ground of mis- 
direction, and after full argument, was made absolute by 
the Lord Chief Justice and Mr. Justice Lush, Mr. Justice 
Mellor dissenting (Reg. v. Holbrook, L. R. 3 Q. B. D. 60). 
The majority were of opinion that the judge at the trial 
ought to have asked the jury whether the libel complained 
of had been in fact published by the defendants’ 








authority, and that the general authority conferred on 
the editor was not, of itself, sufficient to render the 
Statute inapplicable to the facts proved. Mellor, J., on 
the other hand, thought that the defendants ‘‘ had com- 
mitted themselyes to the discretion of an individual,”’ and 
must take the consequences, for, in the language of Lord 
Bacon, -(Maxims, 16), referred to by the judge in the 
course of the argument, {‘a.man cannot condition with 
an unlawful act, but he must, at his peril, take heed how 
he puts himself into another man’s hands.” 

We believe that this is the first decision in the law 
books on the-cofistruction of the 7th section of the Act, 
though the case is by no means the first in which a news- 
paper proprietor has endeavoured to shelter himself 
under its.provisions. Thus, on the trial of. an informa- 
tion for libel bythe Earl of Sefton against Mr. Leng, the 
editor and proprietor of the Sheffield Telegraph, at the 
York. Summer Assizes, 1870, the defendant proved that 
the libel was inserted, during his absence from the office 
from illness, by his sub-editor without his authority, but 
the Lord Chief Baron, who presided at the trial, seemed 
to be of opinion that even if proved in fact, the defence 
would not have been a good one if a general author- 
ity and discretion had been conferred on the sub-editor. 
The point in the result did not arise, since, unfortu- 
nately for Mr. Leng, some few copies of the paper were 
published after he had become aware of the libel, and a 
verdict of guilty was therefore inevitable. But it is 
worthy of noticé that the Queen’s Bench, when the 
defendant came up for judgment (Nov. 1870), limited 
themselves to the infliction of a very moderate fine, add- 
ing that probably the jury would have acquitted Mr. 
Leng if no publication after he had become cognisant 
of the libel had been proved ; and the Chief Justice made 
some observations on the difference between civil and 
criminal liability very much to the same effect as those 
reported in Reg. v. Holbrook. Itis clear that in 1870 
the inclination of his opinion was the same as it is now. 

But it is not to the first judgment ordering a new trial 
in the recent case that we attach any very great import- 
ance. There can, we think, be little doubt that Lindley, 
J., went somewhat too far in withdrawing the question 
of authority from the jury altogether. The subsequent 
history of the case, however, shows that the result would 
probably have been the same, had he left it to them with 
a direction that they were at liberty to find that the 
general authority to the editor did include an authority 
to him to publish the article complained of. This 
was in substance the direction to the jury given 
by Grove, J., at the second trial at Winchester at 
the Spring Assizes last year, when the jury again found 
a verdict of guilty. It is this direction which has just 
been pronounced erroneous by the same two judges as 
before, Mellor, J., again dissenting. The proper ques- 
tion for the jury, in the case of a proprietor who does 
not edit his own paper, will in future be whether he 
authorized the publication of the particular libel; and 
the general authority is not to be considered as an 
element in it. In most cases the answer will 
necessarily be that the proprietor gave no express 
authority; generally speaking, he is asleep long before 
the paper is ‘‘made up.” The Chief Justice and Mr. 
Justice Lush do, indeed, endeavour to draw a distinction 
between respectable and calumnious papers. “‘I am 
far from saying,” says Lush, J., “ that the mere appoint- 
ment of an editor without supervision or control may 
not in some cases involve an authority to publish libels. 
If the paper was a calumnious paper, its general character 
would negative the ordinary presumption of innocent 
intention.” And the Chief Justice used similar language : 
“ The impunity of the proprietors would quickly cease if 
they suffered the paper to be the vehicle of calumny, 
there are journals as to which no jury would hesitate te 
say that the editors were authorized by the proprietors 
to invent or give currency to libels."" We confess that 
wo cannot follow these observations. A jury, we pre- 
sume, can only act on evidence brought before them. 
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They can have no right to bring into the box precon- 
ceived notions as to whether a particular newspaper is 
Its character for calumny must 
be proved. But how could it be proved without trying 
the truth of perhaps a score of alleged libels? The 

thon of a long series of copies of the 
incriminated newspaper containing charges against 
individuals, libellous if false, would not be sufficient. 
With regard to the contents of each copy, the defendant 
practical 
difficulty of legally proving that a paper is the ‘‘ vehicle 


** calumnious ” or not. 


mere produc 


would clearly have a right to be heard. The 


of calumny” seems to us to be well nigh insuperable. 
It may, therefore, perhaps happen that under th 
recent ruling of the Queen’s Bench Division the pro 


prietor of a disreputable newspaper may escape from 
But such 
cases will be rare, and the occasional escape of a man 
who ought to be pnnished ought not to prevent our 
feeling satisfaction that a broad and intelligible rule is 
now laid down. The authors of Lord Campbell’s Libel 
Act undoubtedly intended to aim a blow at the old doc- 
trine of the “legal cognisance” of newspaper pro- 
prietors of the publication of libels in their papers, so 
complacently referred to by Alderson, B., in Colburn v. 
Whether they intended to 
confer such a complete protection against criminal pro- 
ceedings as it is now ruled that they did in fact confer, 
It seemed to us (see 22 
Soxicrror’s Journat, 107) that the intention must have 
been to put the criminal liability of a newspaper pro- 
prietor on the same footing as the rest of the criminal 
law; and sothe court has held. Wedo not think that the 
evil consequences suggested by Mr. Justice Mellor from 
this result need be apprehended. The character’ of 
English journalism is deservedly high, and the freedom 
from criminal responsibility which is now assured to the 41). 
proprietors of newspapers is not likely to lead to its de- 
Respondeat superior is a very useful maxim, 
and by virtue of it the proprietors’ civil responsibility 
for libel will remain; but it is a maxim which can safely 
be held in libel, as in other cases, not to impose criminal 


the fine or imprisonment which he deserves. 


Patmore (1 C. M. & BR. 73). 


has been the matter of doubt. 


terioration. 


diability on an innocent principal. 





THE LAW OF ORGANS. 


We confess, with some humiliation, that, until recently, 
we had entirely overlooked one considerable branch of 
our law. Weshould be more humiliated, however, if 
we thought we were without companions in our 
condition, and now that, by the help of g very well 
written little treatise which has recently come into our 
hands,* we have been to some extent lifted out of our 
former state of gross ignorance, we are impelled to lend 
a hand to such of our readers as may still be un- 
acquainted with the branch of law to which we refer. 
The law of orgens and organists, so far as it does not 
depend upon the general law of contract and applies to 
parish churches, is a survival of an age which did not 
believe in choral services, An organ is said to be a 
necessary ‘“‘ornament” in a cathedral or collegiate 
church “‘ on account of the manner in which the service 
is there performed,” but in a parish church itis not a 
necessary ‘‘ornament.” It may be “very edifying and 
beneficial,” as Sir John Nicholl thought; “extremely 
decent, proper, and even customary,” as Sir William 
Wynne said, but it is not considered necessary for the 
decent performance of Divine service in a parish church. 
It follows that the parishioners are not bound to provide 
an organ (Pearce and Hughes v. Rector of Clapham, 3 
Hagg. 10); and elthough the ordinary may grant a 
faculty for the erection of an organ in a church without 
the consent of the parishioners (Butterworth v Walker, 
3 Burr. 1639) he cannot compel the parish to use it (Jb ), 





and O) in Parish Churches. By W.C. A. 
-at-Law. W. Reeves. 


* 
Blew, 


or to keep it in repair, or to pay an organist (Jay 

Webber, 3 Hagg. 4). The parishioners in fact as 
liberty, so far. as the bishop is concerned, to treat the 
organ as donees of white elephants are accustomed to 
treat their unwelcome benefactions. 

The relative rights of incumbent and Parishioners arp, 
however, very different/on this matter. Once placed in the 
church for a permanency, the organ becomes in the 
property of the parish ; but this property is of the “ba: 
trustee” description. However much the parishioners thay 
wish to have the instrument used, they are quite 
to take any steps in the matter without the incumbeny, 
permission ; for, “‘ where there is an organ in a church op 
chapel of the Church of England, it is not competent { 
the organist to play on it at any time in defiance of the 
directions of the minister” (Wyndham v. Cole, L, Rj 
P. D. 130). However much the parishioners may yish 
to silence the organ during service, they cannot do 
without the consent of the incumbent. In fact, afte 
the organ is placed in the church it passes absolutely 
under the control of the incumbent, so far as regards use 
in the services of the church. He has the sole right 
to direct when and how it shall be played, and what 
music shall be performed. The churchwardens have no 
power to interfere with the directions of the minister op 
these matters; for the churchwardens’ prerogative ig 
‘observation and complaint, not control with regard to 
Divine worship” (Hutchins v. Denziloe~1 Hagg. Cons, 
170). And it appears that the voluntaries, no less than 
the other parts of the service, are within the power of 
the minister. Happily, however, for the organist, it 
seems that he does not commit an ecclesiastical offence 
merely by playing the organ without the express author. 
ity of the incumbent, provided the playing is not against 
his express wish (see Daunt v. Crocker, L. R. 2 A. &E, 
But if the incumbent signifies a wish, however 
arbitrary such wish may be, the organist must “‘ obey it 
provisionally,” until the ordinary “directs the right 
course.” : 
As to the control of the organ at other times than 
during Divine service, rather difficult considerations 
arise, The problem is this: the churchwardens have 
the care of the instrument, the minister has the con- 
trol of the instrument, and the organist is apt to 
fancy he has both the care and the control of the 
instrument. How are the rights and duties thus 
arising to be reconciled? ‘Well, in the first place, 
the incumbent, even as to this matter, has always 
the whip hand. He has the right to the custody of the 
keys of the church (Ritchings v. Cordingley, L. RB 
3 A. & E. 113), and if he refuses to allow the 
churchwardens to enter they must not pick locks or 
open doors with crowbars or enter by a hole in the roof. 
If they do they will speedily learn the weight of the 
sentence of an ecclesiastical court condemning them in 
costs. Their proper course is to “ observe and complain” 
to the ordinary, hy whom (it. is assumed) ‘‘ the minister 
will be set right.” 

The question of who has the right to the key of the 
organ is involvedin much doubt. Sir Travers Twiss seems 
to have given an opinion that the churchwardens may 
keep the organ locked except at service time, but the 
question has not, it appears, yet been decided by the 
courts. There is certainly a lack of definiteness in the 
law as to the right to control the use of the organ at 
other times than during Divine service. The learned 
writer to whose book we have been so much indebted 
for the statements already made, inclines to the opinion 
that the position of each of these authorities at these 
times resembles that of the dog in the manger. Each 
may prevent the other from sanctioning the use of the 
organ. 

There seems to be no clear rule laid down as to what 
authority is entitled to appoint the organist. In many 
eases, no doubt, the right belongs to the vestry, and 
perhaps it may be generally said that the authority 
which pays the organist is entitled to elect him. If 
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. while the expenditure was, for salaries, £46,112; for 


“The fees received amounted to £75,108; and the duty 
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the parish pay and elect the organist, it is doubtful 

‘whether the incumbent can dismiss him, and so deprive 

him of the salary voted by the parish. But, of course, 

the incumbent can at any time dispense with his services 
Divine worship. 

It. may be gathered from what we have said that there 
is no room left for the organist in the ecclesiastical 
hierarchy. As Sir Travers Twiss has said, he is “ un- 
jmown to ecclesiastical law,” and our learned author 
adds that ‘“‘he has nothing whatever to do with the 
organ, either in the way of custody or control.” By a 

of compensation somewhat analogous to that 
observable throughout the animal kingdom, the organist 
is usually most firmly convinced that no one but himself 
has anything whatever to do with the organ. When we 
consider the legal rights, or rather destitution of rights, 
of the organist, we are filled with surprise that the organ 
lofts are so generally occupied. The organist, we should 
have thought, was one of those persons who 


rather than be less, 
Cared not to be at all. 


But as our author very justly observes, although in legal 
phraseology it is quite correct to call an organist the 
servant of the incumbent, there is as much difference 
between servants and servants as between a cabinet 
maker and a cabinet minister. 





THE WORK OF THE COURTS, 1877. 
Prosate Division, 


In the principal registry of the Court of Probate in 
1876-7, 11,312 probates as against 11,374 in 1875-6, 
mere: granted. There were 5,569 administrations, as 
against 5,533; 1,142 caveats as against 1,206; 412 
motions as against 458; 197 actions as against 183; 
1,010 summonses against 968; 26 trials by special jury 
asagainst 22; 22 trials by common jury as against 13; 
and 72 causes heard by judge only as against 64. On 
the 31st of October, 1877, 157 actions and causes were 
in progress. The totul amount of fees in court and 
contentious business was £1,925 against £2,307 in 
1875-6; and the taxed costs were £20,585 against 
416,778. The amount of stamps issued in London for 

bate. and administration was £1,880,485, of which 
aum £1,051,716 was for use in the principal registry in 
London, and £828,769 for the district registries. The 
value of effects sworn under was £72,650,940; and the 
tees, inclusive of sums taken in stamps, were £64,445 ; 


registering and copying clerks £6,497; and for inci- 
dental expenses £460. 

In the district registries, there were 18,904 probates, 
7,536 letters of administration, and 1,016 letters with 
will annexed granted in common form ; and 18 probates, 
3 letters of administration, and 4 letters of administra- 
tion with will annexed granted under direction of judge. 


stamps to £828,769. The value of effects sworn under 
was £52,896,964, making, with the amount for the prin- 
cipal registry, £125,547,904, as against £127,030,368 for 
ithe previous year. 


Divorce anp Marrimonran Causes. 


In 1876.7, of 601 petitions filed, 7 were in forma 
pauperis ; 12 for nullity of marriage; 423 for dissolu- 
tion of marriage; 128 for judicial separation; 21 for 
restitution of conjugal rights; 1 under the Legitimacy 
Declaration Act; 1 for damages; and 8 for protection 
orders. There were 154 petitions for alimony pendente 
dite; and 127 answers; and 12 petitions for permanent 
alimony and 11 answers tothem. The number of causes 
‘tried was 334, against 365 in 1875-6; and 1 judgment 
‘was given by the Divisional Court, and 387 were pro- 
founced by the court itself. There were 6 applications 


39 petitions dismissed. There were 301 decrees nis/, 
249 made absolute, 49 for judicial separation, 3 for 
restitution of conjugal rights, and 6 for nullity of 
marriage. In 6 cases the decree was reversed. The 
amount of fees received was £4,819 7s. 3d. against 
£4,636 in 1875-6. -Since the establishment of the court, 
the number of petitions filed up to the 3lst of October, 


1877, was 7,597. 
Apumatty Drvision. 
The registrar, in forwarding the return, states that, 


like the previous one, it does not include motions and 


summonses heard and actions tried by the judge, with or 
without assessors, in cases in which the proceedings are 
conducted in district registries, nor the hearing of objec- 
tions to reports, or to the taxation of costs by district 
registrars, on all which occasions one of the registrars 
from the principal registry in London is present. In 
1875 there were 10 appeals brought from county courts, 
340 actions instituted, and 38 actions transferred to the 
Admiralty Division. The amount of claims in actions 
instituted during the year in the Admiralty Court and 
Principal Registry was £812,493, as against £1,089,370 
in 1875-6. Of the 10 appeals brought from county 
courts, in six cases judgment was affirmed, and in two 
varied or reversed. ' The number of motions in court was 
104, and of summonses 1,034; and the total number of 
final judgments and decrees was’ 180, of which 87 were 
for plaintiff and 20 for defendant, after argument; 57 
by consent, and 16 in default. The number of final 
judgments and decrees in 1875-6 was 210. Under the 
head of references to the registrar assisted by merchants, 
the number of cases heard and reported upon by the 
registrar was 72 in 1876-7, and 71 in 1875-6; and in 
1876-7 there were two cases objected to and confirmed 
by the court. The amount of accounts submitted for 
investigation in the Principal Registry was £152,045, of 
which £119,421 was reported due. The number of bills 
taxed in the Principal Registry was 202 in 1876-7 and 
232 in 1875-6; and the costs and charges submitted in 
1876-7 amounted to £31,400, of which £22,019 was 
reported due. Against the issue of a warrant, 91 caveats 
were entered ; against the release of property, 10; and 
against payment of money out of the registry, 25; or 
126 caveats in all, against 172 in 1875-6. The number 
of instruments, &c., prepared in the registry was 1,052, 
as against 969 in the previous year; and in 1876-7 there 
were also other instruments and documents sealed in the 
registry as follows, viz.:—340 writs of summons to in- 
stitute proceedings, 306 subpenas, 3 writs of fiert facias, 
and 228 office copies. There were 5 commissions en- 
rolled, 2 commissions appointing Lords of the Admiralty, 
and three other appointments. The court sat 144 days, 
against 134 in 1875-6 ; and the registrar and merchants 
50 days, against 53. Of prize money, £12,052 -was paid 
in, and £21,076 ordered for distribution. The balance 
of the suitors at the end of the year was £37,794, as 
against £15,118 at the commencement of the twelve 
months. In the office of the marshal 457 instruments 
were lodged. There were 235 arrests and 193 releases. 
The number of notices of bail was 59, and of reports 
56; and the total amount of bail reported was £149,090. 
The gross proceeds of property sold under commissions 
from the court was £20,848; the marshal’s fees 
amounted to £1,216; and the amount receivable in cash 
as proceeds of ships, &c., sold, and payable to’ her 
Majesty's Exchequer, was £1,217. 





The death is announced of Mr. Joseph Dale, the gardener 
of the Honourable Society of the Middle Temple, which 
occurred on Tuesday lest from heart disease. Mr. Dale, 
who was a Fellow of the toyal Horticaltaral Society, was 
widely known in the gardening profession and to the pub- 
lio generally for his successful cultivation of ohrysanthe- 
mums, and pompones, and the anoual show of his blooms 
was oneof the sights of the year in the gardens of the 





dor a new trial, 8 appeals to the Divisional Court; and 





Middle Temple. 
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Recent Becistang. 


DESCRIPTION OF DEBTOR IN LIQUIDA- 
TION PETITION. 
(Ex parte Jerningham, In re Jerningham, C.A., 
27 W. R. 157.) 


This decision should be noted. The debtor, in a 
liquidation petition filed by him, described himself as of 
Great College-street, Westminster, that being the place 
where he carried on business. He did not give his ad- 
dress at Scarsdale-road, Kensington, where he lived, and 
the Court of Appeal held that this was a defect of sub- 
stance which would prevent the registration of the reso- 
lutions which had been passed for liquidation by arrange- 
ment. The ground on which this was held was that the 
description in the petition is followed in the advertisement 
under rule 257, and if the debtor’s private address is not 
given in the advertisement a class of creditors may be 
unable to identify him and substantiate their claims. 





POINTS UNDER THE TRUSTEE ACTS. 


(In re Cunard’s Trusts, V.C.M., 27 W. R. 52; In re 
Gardner's Trusts, M.R., 27 W. R. 164.) 


In re Cunard’s Trusts is a rather curious instance of 
apparently unconscious alteration of judicial opinion. 
About ten years ago Vice-Chancellor Malins, upon an 
application for judicial advice under 22 & 23 Vict. c. 35, 
s. 30, held that the court would not authorize the ap- 
pointment of foreign trustees, and that trustees in New 
Zealand must be considered as foreign (In re Long’s 
Settlement, 17 W. R. 218). In Re Smith’s Trusts (20 
W. R. 695), however, Lord Romilly, M.R., upon a similar 
application, held that two Canadian gentlemen might be 
appointed trustees of the share of a married woman 
permanently settled in Canada; and in Re Cunard’s 
Trusts Vice-Chancellor Malins adopted the same 
view, and appointed a Canadian a trustee of a 
trust fund. It does not appear that the Vice-Chan- 
cellor’s former decision was cited, or that any difficulty 
was suggested by him in the matter. It is to be ob- 
served that in both the cases in which the court has 
given its sanction to the appointment of Canadian 
trustees, the application related to the appointment of 
separate trustees of a severed fund the beneficiary of 
which was resident in Canada, and the securities upon 
which the fund was invested were also in the recent case 
mostly Canadian. 

The point to be noticed in In re Gardner's Trusts is 
that the trustee was not only lunatic but out of the 
jurisdiction, and it is with reference to the latter fact 
that the Master of the Rolls held that the petition 
for the appointment of new trustees and a vesting 
order need not be intituled and presented in lunacy as 
well as in chancery. His decision is in accordance with 
Re Arrowsmith (6 W. R. 642), where the lunatic trustee 
was also an infant. If it had not been for the fact of 
the trustee being out of the jurisdiction, of course, under 
In re Mason (23 W. R. 737) and In re Pearson (25 
W. B. 853) the petition must have been intituled and 
presented both in lunacy and in chancery. 


GIFT OF INDEFINITE SUM FOR VOID PUR- 
POSE, AND OF RESIDUE TO CHARITY. 


(In re Birkett, M.B., 27 W. B. 164.) 


The judgment in this case is one of those instructive 
guide poste which the learned Master of the Rolls is in 
the habit of setting up for the appeal courts when he 
finds himself compelled by the decisions of judges of 
co-ordinate jurisdiction to follow in what he deems a 
wrong track. 

The testatrix gave to the incumbent of s church 


in keeping in good repair the tomb of her late 
and the remainder of such income to be applied for q. 
specified charitable purpose. 

Now, of course, it has long been settled that if the 
amount to be appropriated to the first and void p 
cannot be ascertained, so that the whole of the fund 
might have been devoted to it and there might have been 
no surplus, the whole gift fails (Chapman v. Brown, 6 
Ves. 404). 

But this rule does not apply where the amount to be 
appropriated to the purpose which fails is capable of 
being ascertained. In Chapman v. Brown Sir W. Grant 
said that ‘‘Ifit could have been reduced to any cer. 
tainty how much would have been employed by the 
executors for the other purposes, the residue ought to be 
employed under this last direction”; and he added that 
he had considered whether that could be ascertained by 
a reference to a master, but, upon consideration, he 
found it impossible ‘‘to give any direction that would 
not be vague and indefinite to a degree almost ridiculous” 
The first purpose in that case was to build a chapel, and, 
as Sir W. Grant pointed out, there was no indication 
what kind of chapel was intended to be built. Accord- 
ing to Sir W. Grant, therefore, the rule applicable to 
cases where the amount to be applied to the first void 
gift is ascertainable, is to ascertain that amount, deduct 
it from the fund, and apply the residue to the purpose 
secondly specified. « 

The case of the gift of a fund in trust to apply part of 

the interest in repairing a tomb, and the residue to a 
charitable purpose, would scem to be exactly suitable 
for the application of Sir W. Grant’s rule. The amount 
of capital required to furnish an income sufficient to 
keep the tomb in repair can be easily ascertained, hence 
an inquiry should be directed to ascertain this, the income 
of the surplus beyond this amount being given to the 
charity. This course was actually followed in Re Rigley’s 
Trusts (15 W. R. 190), to which case the attention of the 
Master of the Rolls does not appear to have been called.. 
Butin Fisk v. Attorney-General (15 W. R. 1200) Vice 
Chancellor Wood took a different course, and held that, 
as the main intention of the testator was not the repair 
of the tomb, but the benefit of the charity, on failure of 
the first purpose the whole income should go to the 
charity. How the learned judge arrived at this conclu- 
sion the Master of the Rolls, in the recent case, confessed 
himself unable to discover; but we think the explana- 
tion is not far to seek if it is remembered that, upon the 
subject of charitable gifts, chancery judges have chosen 
to follow the will-o’-the-wisp known as ‘‘ the policy of 
the law,” which in recent years has often gone in the 
direction of favour to such gifts. The precedent set by 
Vice-Chancellor Wood has been followed in three other 
cases, and the Master of the Rolls held that he was 
bound to decide in accordance with that precedent. 


oo 


The Lord Chief Baron of Ireland, the Right. Hon 
Christopher Palles, accidently dislocated his shoulder on 
Christmas-eve. He is doing well, and hopes to be able to 
resume his judicial duties at the beginning of the next 


sittings. 

“ M. & M.” write to the Times :—The Judicature Acte 
were framed to provide, among other things, against the 
miscarriage of justice by the periodical closing of the law 
offices, and, to enable a plaintiff more speedily to recover 
his debt, defences of a dilatory character are set aside. In 
a case in which we are professionally concerned, such & 
defence was, after a great struggle, set aside on Tuesday, 
and, on learning that the Queen’s Bench offices would re- 
open to.day in accordance with the Act, we gave our ad- 
versary notice to attend the taxing master to assess the 
coste. To our surprise, however, we found that, although 
the general offices were open, the taxiog department was- 
shat vp, with a notice that ‘‘the masters would return on 
the 6th of January.” This is equivalent to saying that the 
od most either lose all bis coste, or jeopardize hie 
oa by giving the defendant ten days’ time to remove hia 

ects! 





£500, the income to be applied, when necessary, 
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General Corresponvence. 


EVIDENCE OF PREVIOUS ACQUITTAL. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—On Friday last, two women were charged on 
gemand at the Mansion House Police Court with loitering 
4n Cannon-street with intent to commit felony. The 
memand had been ordered for the purpose of “inquiries 
peing made.” Against one of the prisoners there was 
evidence of several previous convictions; against the 
other this evidence was lacking, but an officer was calied 
for the purpose of proving that “she had been com- 
mitted for trial at this court for stealing the sum of £9 
odd, but acquitted.” F 

This is not the first time I have noticed that, in a case 
where the police have prosecuted, it has been sought to 
strengthen the evidence against the prisoner and to 
influence the mind of the magistrate by proving a pre- 
vious acquittal, and thereby suggesting that it is only 
eas damning than a previous conviction. 

Richmond, Surrey, Dec, 26. Tuos, Cave, Jun. 





“LEGAL ACCOUNTANTS.” 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—I enclose a circular received by a widow lady 
eho had occasion to borrow a little money from a friend, 
‘to whom she gave a bill of sale. 

Some steps should be taken by the profession to put 
an end to these disgraceful applications, which are cal- 
culated to cause pain and embarrassment to many persons, 
whose very necessities should be their protection from 
‘such circulars. The community is being overrun with 
‘persons who call themselves accountants, who are under 
no control, and the mischief they do is laid on the 
shoulders of the legal profession, who have allowed so 
many of the important duties they only should under- 
dake to slip into the hands of accountants. 

Jan. 1, A Sotrcrror. 


{The following is the circular referred to by our 
«correspondent :— 
“LIQUIDATION AND ACCOUNTANCY OFFICES, 





“PRIVATE AND CONFIDENTIAL, 

“Mr. , in forwarding this circular, does not pre- 
‘sume to infer that his services are required. But, 
having observed that a bill of sale has been registered 
against you, and as such things are very frequently the 
introduction to, and forerunners of bankruptcy, and in 
many cases cause the destruction of comfortable homes, 
he simply suggests that (if it should so happen that you 
be pecuniarily involved, or pressed by creditors or bills 
of sale, or have process of any kind issued against you) 
you will do better to communicate with him, or to favour 
him with a personal interview, than to seek local or 





"country assistance, so many conflicting interests fre- 


quently arising to render the latter course unadvisable. 
Mr. ——’s long and extensive practice with persons in 
embarrassed circumstances, and suffering from unmerited 
misfortune, enables him to render to such immediate 
telief and assistance, either by arranging for an extension 
of time for payment of debts, or for a composition of the 
#ame, thereby staying all legal proceedings and costs, 
which, in too many instances, are the sole cause of the 
Tuin of honest intentioned persons who, although per- 
haps in a position to pay 20s. in the pound, cannot pay 
40s, It is the duty of every debtor when sued, in justice 
to himself and to his creditors, to investigate his affairs ; 
and, if he find that his estate does not show 15s, in the 
pound, it is equally his duty, without loss of time, to 
call a meeting of his creditors, 

“The Bankruptcy Act of 1869 has extended con- 
aiderable advantages to debtors, and its liquidation 
clauses afford them an easy method of arranging their 








affairs and relieving themselves from their difficulties, 
without the objectionable publicity and suspension of 
business which happened under previous Bankruptcy 
Acts. 





e , Accountant in Bankruptcy. 
“N.B.—Advice is gratuitously given to all persons 
requiring assistance, and no charge whatever is made 
unless business is actually done. Money advanced to 
any amount on furniture, on the deposit of freehold and 
leasehold deeds, reversionary interests, life policies, 
stocks, and every other available security. Mr. —— 
may be seen at his offices any day before one o’clock. 
Country cases promptly attended within two hundred 
miles. 
= Executions, bills of sale, and distraints paid out.’”] 








THE WORKING OF THE PRISONS ACT. 


Ar a recent meeting of the Birmingham magistrates the 
following report of the visiting committee was read :— 

The visiting committee have met monthly at the prison, 
and have visited the prison by a fortnightly rota, as the 
visiting justices did previously. The late governor, who 
purposed retiring on the 3lst of March, was requested b 
the commissioners to continue his duties until the 31st of 
July, when he was succeeded by Major Preston, late 

overnor of the Bath Prison. The principal object of the 

risons Act being to secure uniformity of punishment 
throughout the kingdom, several changes took place after 
the transfer of the prison as regards diet, punishments for 
infringements of the discipline, the time and method of 
instruction, the treatment of untried prisoners, and the 
adoption of a system of marks carrying a small money 
reward for good conduct. For some time after the complete 
transfer of the prison to the new authorities a larger pro- 
portion than usual of the prisoners were under punishment 
for idleness and such breaches of discipline as shouting, 
talking, &c.; the punishments were loss of marks, and 
generally, in addition, twenty-four hours on bread and 
water diet ; if the offences were more serious the punish- 
ment would be bread and water diet and plank bed for 
several days. Latterly the discipline of the prison 
has been maintained with fewer punishments. The 
reduction of the stint of oakum to be picked daily 
—viz., from 3lb. to 2lb.—may have contributed to this 
end. There have been no offences committed in 
the prison calling for investigation by the visiting com- 
mittee. On the whole, the discipline is more severe than 
formerly. The visitors received many complaints of the 
great hardship of lying on planks, especially from the 
women. It is satisfactory to know that instructions have 
been received by the ore to permit women, old men, 
and boys to use the ordinary mattresses or hammocks. For 
many years the visiting justices had made grants (with 
very beneficial results) to the Prisoners’ Aid Society. This 
power was taken away by the Act of 1877, but within the 
last few days the committee have been requested by the 
Home Secretary to furnish information with the view of 
allowing similar assistance in the future. Before the 
transfer of the prison the visiting justices had under con- 
sideration the better instruction of the prisoners in reading, 
writing, and arithmetic. The visiting committee took up the 
subject, but with the uncertainty as to whether the prison 
would be made one for ‘* short terms’’ only, or contirued as 
heretofore, they were unable to do more than give to the 
commissioners (at their request) a general expression ia favour 
of simultaneous teaching for at least one hour per day. 
This view has not been adopted, and the instruction 
given now is entirely cellular. The period allowed for in- 
struction is from 6.15 to 8 p.m. The schoolmaster and 
his assistant go from cell to ce'l and hear the prisoners 
read or set them copies on slates, but the few minutes that 
can be given to each makes the teaching of little value, and 
as the lessons and learning are optional, and no test ap- 
plied, little beneficial result can be expected. The labour 
formed is the same at present as under the old régime, 

ut it is intended to add simple weaving, and a considerable 
number of the prisoners will hereafter employed at the 
crank, grinding corn, &0. The power formerly possessed 
by the visiting justices to grant permission to visit the gaol 
has not been Lireeted to the visiting committee. As this 
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power was used with discretion, and only rarely, the com- 
mittee consider it an uncalled-for restriction of theiz 
authority, as it is obvious they are more likely to know who 
are the proper persons to have the privilege than are the 
commissioners who reside in London. The returns of the 
daily number of prisoners, which had been periddically 
furnished to the stipendiary and to many of the justices, 
having been discontinued (on the ground that the authorities 
thcught it desirable to reduce the clerical work as much 
as possible), the visiting committee remonstrated with the 
commissioners upon the subject, but without avail. They 
were told that they could take the information from the 
prion fecords themselves if they desired. About the 
middle of the year the visiting committee called the atten- 
tion of the commissioners to the overcrowded state of the 
prison. This was remedied, and is not likely to occur again. 
There are now 122 prisoners belonging to Birmingham in 
other prisons—viz., 55 in Worcester, 10 in Gloucester, 
7 in Warwick. New cells are now being added to the 
gaol in the basement corridor. There bas been only one 
application to the visiting committee for the privileges the 
new Act empowers them to grant to untried prisoners and 
first-class misdemeanants, but a large number of the 
urcried prisoners (last Sunday about 50 per cent.) received 
their dinners from their friends. The health of the pri- 
soners has been uniformly good. The prison is perfect as 
regards cleanliness, and is in admirable order throughout. 
When the prisons were taken over by the Government, a 
number of the older officials were induced to retire. They 
did so under the impression that their pensions would be 
upon the scale fixed by the Act of 1865. They have, how- 
ever been awarded a much smaller sum. In the case of 
the late governor, he expected £420, but was allowed only 
£273, the other allowances being in similar proportions. 
This apparent injustice was brought to the notice of the 
commissioners and the Home Secretary, and within the 
last few days the Lords of the Treasury, at the urgent 
request of Mr. Cross, have intimated that the awards will 
be reconsidered. As regards Mr. Meaden, they have in- 
creased his allowance from £273 to £367 10s. The delay 
is causing most serious inconvenience to some of the ex- 
warders, who have no other means of living. Previous to 
this year one of the magistrates’ clerks attended the meet- 
ings of the visiting justices to record the minutes and con- 
duct the correspondence. Since the new Act this clerical 
work has devolved on the committee themselves, but by a 
circular dated the 21st of December an allowance of £1 1s. 
for each meeting will be made for this necessary assistance. 
The number of prisoners at the last meeting of the visiting 
committee (December 18) was 604, against 542 in 1877, 
625 in 1876, and 486 in 1875. Of these, fifty-one were from 
the districts of Stourbridge, Dudley, and West Bromwich. 
Whilst the committee have endeavoured to discharge the 
duties devolved upon them by the Prisons Act of 1877, and 
will continue faithfully to do the same if re-elected, they 
are conscious that all real control is in the hands of the 
commigsioners in London, and that the tendency of the 
new system is to supersede the small amonnt of local 
supervision at present in force. ° 
At the Warwickshire Quarter Sessions on Tuesday an 
important discussion took place with reference to the 
new Prisons Act. Lord Leigh expressed his strong dis- 
approval of the system of cellular education introduced 
by the Prison Commissioners, as it only allowed four 
minutes daily for each prisoner, and the schoolmaster had 
to gallop from one cell to another. He also condemned 
the redaction of exercise from an hoor to balf an hour daily, 
and eaid prisoners now bad to pass twenty-three out of 
twenty-four hoars in cells. The supplying of Bibles and 
prayer-books to prisoners who were practically debarred 
from being taught to read was almost a mockery. Mr. 
Dogdale, Recorder of Birmingham, said the extra 
confinement to cells was prejudicial to health in 
long terms of imprisonment, and if it was main- 
tained those who administered justice would have 
to consider the propriety of a lighter sentence to 
meet the altered circumstances of the case. Mr. New- 
degate pronounced the Prisons Act to be unsatisfactory, 
uncertain, and eaptious, and said it needed to be cosrected 
in detail before it could be considered a sati measure. 
Its great vice was that it left the central authority to find ite 


had been unfortunate, and showed neither special knowledge 
of the subject nor of haman nature. There was a natural 
feeling of soreness amongst some of the mo:t useful 
trates because the Act had taken so much power from 

but he advised them not to withdraw their interest in 
prisons on that account, because such a course would be digas. 
trous to the country, and would be the first step towards the- 
abolition of the unpaid a If they would work with 
the Government they would find that they had practically ag 
much power as ever. If the magistrates would do this 
communicate their views to the Government he could undex. 
take to say that the Government was most anxious to ¢9. 
operate with them in the matter. He agreed that the system. 
of cellular instruction was an absurdity, and that the time 
for exercise had been so cut down as to barely leave time for 
prisoners to walk to exercise ground and back, and held 
generally that the regulutions must be altered. A report 
supporting these views was adopted. 





Soucteties. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usual monthly ne pone, el the directors held at the 
hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, op 
Thursday the 2nd inst., the following being.present, viz. :— 
Mr. Desborough (chairman), and Messrs. Tylee, Burt, Car- 

enter, Desborough, jun., Drew, Hedger, Sawtell, Scaddin 

tyan, and Boodle (secretary). Two grants of £5 
were made to the daughters of non-members, and. the 
ordinary general business was transacted. 





UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The annual report of this society states that the society 
was probably never in a more prosperous condition. The 
success of the law library and of the meetings for the dis- 
cussion of purely legal questions, to which ycur committee. 
1eferred in their last report as new work inaugurated by the 
society under favourable circumstances, may now be con- 
sidered fully assured, whilst the older departments maintain. 
their vigour and efficiency. The treasurer’s report shows that 
the financial position of the society is highly satisfactory, not- 
withstanding certain heavy exceptional expenses which have 
been this yearincurred ; while en unusually large number of 
new members has been added to your roll. Of this number 
seventy-six were elected as ordinary members, and six were 
admitted without election as being members of societies in 
union. The Sheffield Law Students’ Society has also been ad- 
mitted into union. Of the seventy-six new members é 
this year eleven were barristers, eight solicitors, fifteen bar 
students, and forty-two articled clerks. Your committee- 
observe with satisfaction that a fair proportion is maintai 
between the two branches of the profession, for they believe 
that the society will thus be able more efficiently to fulfil 
the chief object for which it was founded—viz., to promote 
the interests of the legal profession generally. The society 
has held forty ordinary meetings at Clement’s-inn Hall, the 
average attendance at which was twenty-three, and fifteen 
fortnightly meetings at the Law Institution, the average at- 
tendance at which was thirteen. Your committee regret 
the legal moots, although conducted with considerable ability 
and animation, are not so well attended as the ordinary meet- 
ings, and they would urge upon members the great value 
of the opportunity thus afforded to them of cultivating those 
qualities, which constant practice can alone develop, and 
which are so necessary for the practice of their profession 
in court; in addition to the advantage derived of test- 
ing by argument the results of their law reading. 
Your committee would also remind you that, unless they 
are misinformed, your society ie, with the exception of the 
Law Students’ Debating Society, and the moots held from 
time to time in Grays. inn,’ the only one where purely legal 
= are discussed, Among the more important topios- 
iscussed at the ordinary meetings, the following may be, 
perbaps, selected as most entitled to notice :—The present 
system of education adopted in universities and public 
schools, the extension of the franobise, the policy of legis- 
lative restriction upon trade and amusement on Sundsy, 
the separation of Church and State, the desirability of the 





way, and it bad had great difficulty in doing it. Lord 
Norton agreed that the first steps of the Prison Commissioners 


absorption of large states by small ones, the Bankraptoy 
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jot of 1869, and the respective severity of punishment for 
against person and property, while the foreign policy 
of the Government and the Eastern Question have been 
dealt with on several occasions. Your committee would 
also note, in passing, that the holding of fortnightly meet- 
‘ g August and September, introduced last year, 
wasthis year continued, which they cannot but consider a 
sign of the vitality of the society, inasmuch as 
are; they believe, the only law society which continues 
its meetings throughout the vacation. Your society has 
held three joint meetings with other societies, viz., 
two with the Law Students’ Debating Society, and one with 
the Westminster Debating Society. The attendance was 
oneach occasion good, and your committee is of opinion 
that it is impossible to over estimate the good effect of 
these meetings in introducing members to new modes of 
thought and expression, thus counteracting that tendency 
which exists in every body of men meeting constantly 
together of falling into a particular groove. The society 
celebrated its inaugural meeting on 21st January, when 
the chair was taken by Sir Henry James, Q.C., M.P., sup- 
ported by a large number of eminent members of the two 
ions. Your committee think that much gratitude is 
doe to the gentlemen who most kindly came forward on 
that occasion to make it the great success it was. Shortly 
after the inaugural meeting, Sir Henry James notified to 
secretary his willingness to offer a prize of £10 per 
aunum, for three years, for the best essay on some 
of law reform, and it has accordingly been 
established under the title of ‘‘The James Prize.”’ 
Your committee may here mention that the Solicitor- 
General has promised to preside at the next in- 
I meeting. The legal correspondence department, 
the general correspondence department, and the societies 
inunion are in good working order, as appears more in 
detail in their separate reports. The Law Library, which 
is of comparatively recent formation, has, as will be seen 
by the librarian’s report, considerably augmented in size, 
owing in a very great degree to the generosity with 
which members of the legal profession have come forward 
to its assistance, and, without wishing in any way unduly 
totax members of the society, your committee would sub- 
nit that, considering the support which has been afforded 
you by those outside your society, and the extent to which 
the library has, during the past year, been made use of by 
members, its claims to support from those who take ad- 
vantage of it may not unreasonably be urged upon you. 
Your committee notice with much pleasure the unprece- 
dented number of honours gained by members of the society 
during the past year, and they cannot but think that these 
successes may be in some degree at least attributed to the 
aids which your society offers to legal education. The 
subject of legal education has been brought under the care- 
ful consideration of a special committee appointed by you 
in July last; numerous meetings have been held, and a 
report has been drawn which will shortly be published 
with the society’s annual report. The rules of the society 
have been this year reprinted, with various alterations, the 
chief of which, relating to the election of officers, will be 
bronght into use for the first time to-night. Before bring- 
ing the report to a close, it is necessary to allude to the loss 
which your society has recently sustained by the death of 
ite president, Lord Chelmsford ; the post was offered to and 
accepted by the present Lord Chancellor. Your committee, 
inconclusion, have only to express their fervent wish that 
the present efficiency of the society may, during the ensuing 
year, be fully maintained. W. C. Owen, Hon. Seo. 





Nobody, says the Scottish Journal of Jurisprudence, can 
help admiring the rapidity with which the Court of Session 
has done its work this winter session, notwithstanding the 

ease to the usual business by the many cases in con- 
Hection with the City of Glasgow Bank. If the proposed 
to appoint an arbitrator to dispose of these cases ever 
comes before Parliament, it will probably be found that by 

t time there will be no more cases to dispose of, a fact 
We think which will rather astonish our English friends, 
who ard probably the persons who think that arbitration 
Would be the more expeditious manner of working, accustomed 
ta they are to the necessarily leisurely p ure of courts 
overworked and undermanned, 








Obituary. 


SIR WILLIAM HAYTER, Q.C. 


The Right Hon. Sir William Goodenough Hayter, Baronet, 
Q.C., died at his residence, Southill Park, Berkshire, on the 
26th ult. The deceased was a sonof Mr.. John Hayter, of 
Winterborne, Stoke, Wiltshire, and was born in 1792. He 
was educated at Winchester, and at Trinity College, Oxford, 
where he graduated second class in classics in 1813. He was 
called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Tera, 
1819; practised for many years in the Court of Chancery, 
and obtained a silk gown in 1839. In 1837 he was elected 
M.P. for the city of Wells in the Liberal interest, and 
retained his seat till 1865. He finally retired from profes- 
sional life in 1847, when he accepted the office of Judge 
Advocate-General, and was sworn a member of the Privy 
Council. In the following year he undertook the onerous 
duties of financial secretary to the Treasury, and two years 
later became patronage secretary to the Treasury, and one of 
the Liberal ‘‘whips.’’ He held that position (with a short 
interval in opposition) until 1858, and by his great tact and 
geniality of manner rendered valuable service to the Govern- 
ments of Lord Aberdeen and Lord Palmerston. On 
relinquishing the office of whip he was created a baronet, 
and was entertained at a magnificent banquet at the Reform 
Club. Sir W. Hayter finally abandoned parliamentary life 
in 1865, and had since resided at his seat in Berkshire, being 
very active a3 a magistrate and Poor Law Guardian, and 
devoting most of his leisure time to the cultivation of a 
model farm. He was universally esteemed as a kind and 
charitable neighbour and a liberal landlord. He retained all 
his mental powers till a recent date, when he became subject 
to goa and fits of depression. On the morning of the 
26th ult. he started for a walk in bis grounds, and a few 
hours later his body was discovered in one of the lakes in 
the park. An inquest was held on the 28th ult., whea an 
open verdict was returned. Sir W. Hayter was a magistrate 
for Somersetshire and Berkshire, a deputy-lieutenant for the 
latter county, and a bencher of Liacoln’s-inn. He was 
married toa daughter of the late Mr. William Palsford, of 
Linslade, Buckinghamshire, and he is sueceeded in the 
baronetcy by his eldest son, Lieutenant-Colonel Arthur 
Divett Hayter, M.P. for Bath. ; 
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Appotutuents, Ete. 


Mr. Niononas DonnirHorne, of Fareham, has been ap- 
pointed a Commissioner for taking the Acknowledgments. 
of Deeds by Married Women for the Counties of Hants and 
Sussex. 

Mr, GrorGE ALEXANDER Haynss, solicitor (of the firm 
of Haynes & Sons), of Grecian Chambers, Devereux-court, 
and 115, Bow-road, has been appointed a Perpetual Com- 
missioner for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by 
Married Women for the County of Middlesex, and the Cities 
of London and Westminster. 

Mr. Artuur Reep Jackson, solicitor (of the firm of 
Jackson & Prince), of 14, Clements-lane, and Satton, has 
been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Conrt of Judicatare in England. 


Mr. Henry MicrE.morg, solicitor (of the firm of Hooper 
& Michelmore), of Totnes and Newton Abbot, has been 
appointed by the Dake of Somerset, Lord Lieutenant of 
Devonshire, to the office of Clerk of ihe Peace for that 
county, in succession to Mr, Henry Ford, resigned. Mr. 
Michelmore was admitted a solicitor in 1861, and is also 
clerk tothe Teign Board of Conservators, and one of the 
coroners for the county. 

Mr. Henry Srevens, solicitor, of 22, Bedford-row, has 
been appointed Clerk to the newly-constituted Finchley 
Local Board, Mr. Stevens was admitted a solicitor in 1862. 


Mr. Danrat Stock, solicitor, of Bridge Chambers, 171» 
Queen Victoria-street (of the firm of Goody & Stock), has 
been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the 
Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women in and for 
the Counties of Middlesex and Surrey, and the Cities of 
London and Westminstor. 
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Oid Brcai-street, has been appointed a Commissioner to 
aiminister Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature in 
E»giand. : 

Mr. Roperr WHEELER, solicitor, of Cheltenham, has 
been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner to take Acknow- 
ledgments of Married Women for the County of Gloucester. 





Zeqal Pews. 


In Hitson v. Browne (3 Col. 304), says the Albany Law 
Journal, it was held that under a statute prohibiting un- 
licensed persons from practising as lawyers and from re- 
covering compensation for their services as such, the 
association of a licensed attorney with one who does not fill 
that character will not give a joint action in the names of 
the two for counsel rendered or services performed by either 
or bot, nor afford a lien to the two for fees in respect to 
such counsel or service upon a judgment recovered by the 
qualified one as vege, 5 In Harland v. Lilienthal (53 
N. Y. 438), a firm of lawyers performed services in the 
Federal District Court. One of them was duly admitted to 
practise in that court, and the other was entitled to admis- 
s'on, but was not admitted, though he practised therein 
without objection. There was no prohibition against a 
recovery for the services, and in an action therefore the 
Court of Appeals held that a recovery could be had. 


At the Bolton County Court, on the 30th ult., Mr. 
Pennington, solicitor, applied for the committal of John 
Parkinson, auctioncer and valuer, of Mawdsley-street, 
Bolton, trustee of the estate of one John Moreen, a bank- 
tup*, for non-compliance with an order of the court made on 
the 16th of October. Mr. Pennington said the circum. 
stances were of the ordinary kind, the trustee possessing 
himself of the estate of the debtor, realizing it, and then 
declaring a dividend, as he was bound to do, when he had 
suffic'ent funds in his hands, of 4s. 8d. in the pound, 
and not paying anything of it. Mr. Fielding (who re- 
presented Parkinson) said the creditors of Moreen received 
9s. in the pound. The judge (Mr. Crompton Hulton) : 
What does that matter? Mr. Fielding: Nothing, but I 
thought you considered they had got nothing. Mr. Fielding 
added that Parkinson was in a ve r way, and had no 
money whatever. He had himself recently had to file a 
petition, all his money had been realized, and for some weeks 
he had not been able to earn more than 103. perweek. The 
jedge said it seemed to him to be as bad a case as possible. 
Parkinson ought not to have been appointed trustee, and 
the creditors who were foolish enough to appoint him would 
probably have to lose a great deal of their mgney. There 
Was no reason why he should not be punished, the same 
as for felony, an4, therefore, an order would be made for 
his cc mmittal to gaol for one year. 

The Board of Inland Revenue has issued a general order 
that their collectors are to discontinue sending in the pre- 
sent monthly return of any person arrested or lodged in 
gaol for non-payment of a penalty or other offence against 
the revenue laws, and that supervisors, after the Ist of 
January, are to send in a return for every district. The 
return must contain the information required under the 
ten following bheade:—(1) The name and sge of the 
prisoner. (2) His occupation and character. (3) Appa- 
rent state of health. (4) The offence for which he was 
convicted. (5) Penalty imposed by the magistrates, and 
as witigated by the board. (6 and 7) Date of conviction 
and arrest. (8) Name of the prison in which he is lodged. 
(9) Who arrested him. (10) Facts material to the case 
not already stated. When the term of imprisonment has 
not been fized by the Act under which the prisocer was 
convicted the period will be determined by the bosrd on 
receipt of the return. Their decision will be commani- 
cated to the supervisor and also to the governor of the 
prisov, but no intimation must be made to the prisoner or 
his friends until the day of his discharge. If on arrest of 





& prisoner for non-payment of a penalty imposed by the 
msgistrates and afterwards mitigated by the board such 
mitigated penalty be immediately paid, the prisoner ma: 

be forthwith liberated without being conveyed to gaol. 
When once in gaol the penalty imposed by the magistrates 





board. A return must be made when any person jy 
arrested and immediately liberated on payment of the 
penalty, omitting the name of the prison, bat sta 
penalty paid. The supervisor must satisfy himself thas 
the prisoner is released at the expiration of the term fixed 
for his imprisonment, and report the fact in a 
letter to the board. The Inland Revenue Secretary ig ig 
lay before the board on the 1st of every month a list of 
persons imprisoned at the suit of the revenue and whose 
liberation has not been reported. 


In a letter to the Times on the recent decision of the 
Court of Session in Scotland on the liability of 
Mr. J. B. Hopkins says:—The Court of Session, 
bound by the judgment of the House of Lords in Lumsden 
v. Buchanan, had no choice bat to decide that a trustee in. 
curs unlimited personal liability by holding o share ayow. 
edly as a trustee in an unlimited liability company ; bat it 
is permissible to consider whether a jadgment which jn. 
volves @ most cruel injustice is on all fours with the prin. 
ciples of the law. Happily, an ultimate court of appeal 
has power to revise, amend, and reverse its interpretation 
and declaration of the law. In your lucid and ex. 
haustive leading article a passage is quoted from 
the judgment of Lord Westbury, in which the learned 
judge holds that one reason for making the trustee 
personally liable is that otherwise there would be two 
classes of shareholders—partoers with unlimited liability 
and partners with limited liability. But the judgment of 
their lordships makes two distinct classes of partners, 
There are the unlimited liability partners who participate 
in the profits of the company, and there are the unlimited 
liability partaers who do not, and cannot by law partici. 
pate in the profits, for the trustee must account for the whole 
of the profits derived from the use and investment of the 
trust fund. The trustee only becomes a de facto partner in 
the event of the insolvency of the company. He is a partner 
who cannot gain a penny by the partnership, for if he does 
so, the law holds him guilty of a breach of trust; yet, ac 
cording to the judgment in Lumsden v. Buchanan, the whole 
of his personal estate is liable for the debts of the company, 
But is the dictum correct that there would be two c 
of partners in an unlimited liability company if trustees 
were not personally liable for the debts of the company? 
Let us not be misled by the word “unlimited.” If A. on 
his own acc2unt becomes a registered shareholder in an 
unlimited liability company, the whole of his property is 
liable for the debts of the company—that is to say, the whole 
of the fund (his property) out of which he invests in the 
unlimited company is liable. What, by parity of reasoning, 
ought to be the position of B,, who, on account of a ‘rust, 
becomes a registered shareholder in an unlimited liability 
company ? Surely that the whole of the fund se trast 
fund) out of which he invests in the unlimited liability com- 
pany should be liable for the debts of the company ? Surely 
it is not treating the liability of the several — as equal 
when in the case of trustee shares, not only the whole of 
the investment fund is liable, but also the investing agent is 
made personally liable for the debts of the company. It 
wonld be obviously unjast to make the cestui que trust 
liable, because the trustee is not the agent of the person in 
whose favour he holds the estate, but the agent of the 
creator of the trust, the settlor. The agent is a trustee 
whose power and discretion are very straitly limited. He 
is strictly accountable to the law for doing precisely as he 
is directed by the settlor and by the law. If he makes aa 
investment of the trust fund that is ultra vires—that is, an 
investment not specially authorized by the settlor or not 
allowed by the law—and the investment turns out badly, 
his liability is unlimited to make good the trust fund. 
Bat, according to Lumsden v. Buchanan, he is not only 
liable to make good the trust fund if it is lost by an invest- 
ment that is ultra vires, but he is personally liable to the 
whole extent of bis pro; » if he makes a trust invest 
ment ia an unlimited liability company, whether the in- 
vestment was or was not in accord with his duty as trustee. 
A share held by A. on his own account involves 


The agent who openly and avowedl¥ holds the share as aa 





agent, who cannot lawfully profit a sixpence by the invest- 





liability of one fund—viz., the whole of A.’s estate. 
share held B, as trustee involves \the liability of two, 
funds—viz., the trust fund and the whole of B.'s estate. 
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personally liabl t only to th tut trust 
is na lable, not only to the cesture gue trusi 
rs. the reiaient was not duly authorized, but also 
for the debts of the company, as if he had held the share 
4g principal. The law will not allow him to make a 
profit out of the company because he holds the share 
goa trustee, as @ mere agent ; but if the company becomes 
t, the law declares that the whole of his estate is 
table for the debts of the company as if he had been, not 
an agent or trustee, but a principal shareholder. Heads 
the trustee cannot win, and tails he may lose the whole of 
tis property. Such is the law according to the judgment 
ofthe House of Lords in Lumsden v. Buchanan. -No won- 
der Lord Deas felt it a very painful duty to so declare the 
jaw. But does that judgment agree with the principles 
and doctrines of the law of the land? I am loth 
to believe that the principles of any civilized law, the 
g-called perfection of reasov, support a jadgment which 
inflicts most manifest and cruel injustice. 





New Orers, Ete. 


SALFORD HUNDRED COURT OF RECORD. 


Whereas there was this day [December 30, 1878] read at 
doard a report of the Right Honourable the Lords of a Com- 
mittee of Council, dated the 27th of December, 1878, in 
the words following, viz. :— 

“Your Majesty having been pleased by your Order in 
Council of the 27th of ~ analy 1878, to refer unto this 
¢ommittee the humble petition of the mayor, aldermen, and 

of the borough of Oldham, in the Coun'y Palatine 
of Lancaster, in council assembled, setting forth— 

“That by virtue of an Act of Parliament passed in the 
thirty-second year of the reign of your Majesty (31 & 32 
Vict. c. 130), known by the short title of the Salford 
fundred Court of Record Act, 1868, the Salford Hundred 
Qourt of Record was reconstituted, and the Court of Record 
for the city of Manchester was amalgamated with it. 

“That the said Salford Hundred Court of Record has and 
exercises its jurisdiction (amongst other places) within the 
whole of the municipal borough cf Oldham, which is in 
and forms part of the Hundred of Salford. 

“That the actions within the jurisdiction and authority 
of the said Hundred Court are :— 

“}, All personal actions (except for malicious prosecu- 
tion), for sums not exceeding £50, provided, first, that the 
ause of action arose within the hundred; and secondly, 
that the title to no hereditament, toll, tithe, fair, market, or 
franchise is in question. 

“2. Actions (in the nature of actions of ejectment) 
‘between landlord and tenant, for the recovery of possession 
of any house, land, or other corporeal hereditament, where 
the rent or annual value of tte premises does not exceed 
£0; provided, first, that the premises of which possession 
is sought to be recovered are situate within the hundred ; 
fe0ondly, that no fine shall have been paid, reserved, or 
Made payable in respect of such premises; and, thirdly, 
that the title to no hereditament, toll, tithe, fair, market, 
or franchise is in question. 

“3. All actions whatsoever for any amount above £50 
{except actions for libel, slander, or seduction for more 
than £50), provided a consent to the jurisdiction in the form 
given in the said Salford Hundred Court of Record Act be 
signed by the parties or their solicitors, and filed with the 
tegistrar of the court at the time of sealing the writ of 
‘ammons. 

“That by the preamble of the statute made and passed 
in the session of Parliament holden in the 9th and 10th 
a of your Majesty's reiga, chapter 95 (the County 

t Act, 1846), it is declared that it is expedient that one 
tole and manner of proceeding for the recovery of small 
debts and demands should prevail throughout England, and 
‘Under the said Act a county court was established for 

cashire, Circuit No. 5, aud is holden within the borough 
of Oldham, and has jurisdiction throughout the whole of 
‘such borough. 

“That the said county court has cognizance of all actions 
within the jurisdiction and authority of the said Hundred 
Court, and it is expedient that the exercise of the jurisdic- 
tion of the said Hundred Court within the said borough of 

should be discontinued. 





“That it is provided, by an Act passed in the 15th and 
16th years of the reign of your Majesty, the County Court 
Act, 1852, that, upon the petition of the council of any city 
or borough, within the limits of which a court of local 
jurisdiction other than a county court is established, or 
into the limits of which the jurisdiction of such court of 
local jurisdiction shall extend, your Majesty may by Order 
in Council, declare the exclusion of such court of local 
jurisdiction throughout the whole or any part of the district 
assigned to the county court. 

‘That the procedure of the said Hundred Court is 
dilatory, complicated, and expensive, as compared with the 
procedure of the county court, which is prompt, simple, 
inexpensive, and effective. 

“ That the office of the registrar of the said Handred Court 
1s at the town hall, in the city of Manchester, and the judge 
of the said court holds his courts at Manchester aforesaid, a 
distance of seven miles from the borough of Oldham. 

“That, in conseqnence of the complicated nature of the 
procedure of the said Hundred Court, and the inconvenient 
distance at which the inhabitants of Oldham, when sued, are 
obliged to transact business thereat, the said inhabitants 
are compelled to seek professional advice and assistance, and 
are otherwise put to great expense and trouble in insignifi- 
cant actions, and the process of the said court becomes 
oppressive, and particularly so in the case of the working 
classes, who are the people most frequently sued in the said 
court for small debts. 

“ That in the report dated the 3rd of July, 1872, of the 
commissioners appointed by your Majesty to inquire into 
the operation and effect of the constitution of the several 
civil and criminal courts in England and Wales, the said . 
commissioners report to your Majesty as follows with regard 
to the abolition of local and inferior courts:— 

“¢ We are satisfied that if the High Court and its branches 
or dependencies, the county courts, are properly constituted 
with adequate machinery, and if increased facilities be given 
for the disposal by jadges of the superior branch of the 
court of the more important causes in some of the larger 
centres of business, these exceptional and intermediate courts 
will no longer be required. 

‘*¢ It is possible that this recommendation may meet with 
opposition from some of the powerful corporations interested 
in their maintenance. 

‘**Tt will perhaps be said that they are self-supporting, 
and that they supply a local want. 

‘*¢ But there is great reason to believe that these courts are 
frequented by a class of practitioners who get larger costs 
from them than they would from the county courts, and 
many experienced attorneys—the most competent judges of 
their value—have made great complaint of them. Further, 
it must not be overlooked that, although these courts may 
be self-supporting, yet they are so at the expense of the 
country in respect of the superior and county courts, to 
which the suitors would otherwise have recourse, and which 
they would then help to support. The existence of different 
courts, with similar jurisdiction, competing for business by 
the offer of better costs, is in the highest degree objection- 
able. Further, we are of opinion that the appointment of 
all judges should be vested in the Crown, and that no muni- 
cipal or other body or person should derive profit from the 
right to hold courts of justice. We therefore recommend 
the abolition of all local and inferior courts of civil jurisdic- 
tion. If they did not exist no one would think of establish- 
ing them. Noone now proposes to establish at Birmingham, 
for example, such a court as the Lord Mayor’s Court of 
London, the Court of Passage at Liverpool, or the Salford 
Hundred Court at Manchester.’ 

“That the county court at Oldham is amply sufficient to 
transact, in addition to its present business, the whole of 
the business which is now transacted in the said Hundred 
Court, so far as the borough of Oldbam is concerned, and 
the jurisdiction of the said Handred Court within the said 
borough is therefore unnecessary, and its continuance is not 
conducive to the proper administration of justice within the 
borough; and humbly praying that it may please your 
Majes Me by and with the advice of your Majesty’s Privy 
Council, by an Order in Council, to declare that the whole 
of the municipal borough of Oldham shall, from and after 
the date of such order, be excluded from the jurisdiction of 
the eaid Salford Hundred Court of Record in all causes 
whereof the co.n*y court hath cognisance, or that, by and 
with the advice afuresaid, your Majesty may e such 
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other order in the premises as to your Majesty shall seem 
meet. 

‘©The lords of: the committee in obedience to your 
Majesty's said order of reference have taken the said petition 
into consideration, and their lordships do agree humbly to 
report to your Majesty as their opinion that from and after 
the first day of January, 1879, the whole of the municipal 
borough of Oldham ought to be excluded from the jurisdic- 
tion of the said Salford Hundred Court, in all causes whereof 
the county court hath cognizance.” : 

Her Majesty, haviog taken the said report into considera- 
tion, was pleased, by and with the advice aforesaid, to 
approve thereof, and to order, and it is hereby ordered, that 
from and after the first day of January, 1879, the whole of 
the municipal borough of Oldham shall be excluded from the 
jurisdiction of the said Salford Hundred Court in all causes 
whereof the county court hath cognizance, and the said 
Salford Handred Court shall cease to exercise any jurisdiction 
within the limits of the said municipal borough of Oldham 
in all causes whereof the county court hath cognizance. 
Whereof the judge, officers of the said Salford Hundred 
Court, and all other persons whom it may concern, are to 
take notice and to govern themselves accordingly. 

C, L. Peet. 





THE JURY SYSTEM. 


In prospect of the coming assizes it may be well to call atten- 
tion to some remarks made by Lord Coleridge at the last as- 
sizes. He said :—We who read the papers and move about in 
society are familiar with the attacks —it is difficult some- 
times to say the altogether unjust attacks—made upon our 
jury system. But I have always felt that the jury system is 
somewhat unfairly attacked because it has not been very 
fairly worked, and that a system which is not worked as it 
ought to be, if it be so attacked is subjected to that which it 
ought not in reason or fairness to bear. Now, even as the 
jury system is in a complicated state of society like ours, I 
have always been an advocate for it, not only because I think 
that in a great many cases, the vast majority of cases, the 
results arrived at are true, just, and right results, but 
because I think it unwise, in a complicated state of society 
like ours, to look at things in themselves alone, and without 
considering what bearing they have upon the whole machine 
of society. The interesting of a great number of persons in 
the discharge of justice, the education to a certain extent 
which the jury system affords to a large number of persons 
in our community, is a matter that is far too much lost 
sigkt of; and I should think, for my own part, that if it were 
true that in particular cases a better result might have beeu 
arrived at by the single judgment of a judge than by the 
united judgment of a judge and jury—if that wére so, upon 
which I express no opinion for the moment—I should say 
that the advantage was ill purchased by the separation of the 
general mass of the people from any share in the administra- 
tion of our courts of justice. I believe that much of the 
satisfaction which I hope and trust does exist, with our ad- 
ministration of justice 2s a whole, and with all its faults— 
for like every other human institation it has its fanlts—may 
to a great extent be traced to the large infusion of what I 
may call the popular element, and the popular element in the 
administration of our system of justice is the jury. But the 
way in which the jury law has heretofore been worked has 
been practically—I do not say intentionally—to exclude the 
most important element, and the highest educational culti- 
vation from the ordinary and every-day working of the 
common jary system, And further, it has bad this remark- 
able result, that whereas in a case between man and man, if 
it be a question of five-and-twenty pounds or less, if either 
party will go to the necessary expense they can have a 
special jury as a matter of right; they can have that com- 
ae pe saps matter inquired into by a jury selected 
out of general panel; but if it is a question of life 
and death, if it is a question of the most import- 
ant sort that can interest mankind in » criminal conrt, 
there is no such power. Although, therefore, in trampery 
cases, s0 to say, the gentlemen, the educated classes of the 
country, can be com to serve a8 jurymen, as the j 

system has hitherto worked there has been no 
mode of getting education into the j box in a criminal 
court. Now, if that were the law of England, whatever we 
might think of it—certainly whatever I, asa judge, might 





think of it—acquiescence and submission would be my duty. 
my duty would be simply to enforce the law as I found ji, 
Certainly not to make any remarks about it in a court of 
justice. Remarks in criticism of the law, if made at all, are 
not to be made from the judgment seat ; the judge has only 
to administer the law as he finds it laid down for him. By 
this is not the law; itis against the law. It is a diregt— 
I won't say it is a wilful—but it is a direct breach ang 
evasion of the law. It has been so declared by the judges 
time after time, by judges of the highest eminence, and no 
one pretends to say that in so declaring they have 
beyond or have misconstrued the plain letter of the statute, 
A very distinguished colleague and friend of mine, Lord 
Justice Bramwell, having been in full accord with mein 
this matter, we agreed that, inasmuch as we had spoken jp 
vain again and again on occasions when we had the oppor. 
tunity of speaking, and still found that habitually the special 
jurors were left out of the common jury—which they had no 
right to be—finding that mere declarations of the law from 
the judgment seat were perfectly disregarded, my learned 
brother Bramwell and I determined that, so far as it was in, 
our power, we would enforce the law. Therefore I gave- 
notice to the sheriffs with whom I should come immediately 
into contact this winter assize, that I should expect the law 
to be put into force, that I should inquire into the composition 
of the jury panel, and that—although it is a rough and per-. 
haps a hard mode of enforcing the law—I should treat as @ 
contempt after warning, any sending of a jury list that was 
not made up in accordance with the law of the land. It 
seemed to me just and right to give that notice, and I gave 
it, I hope, in terms as courteous as was Consistent with the- 
unpleasant nature of it. I say this not in defence, because 
I am not on my defence; but those are the reasons for tlie 
course I have thought fit to pursue. The matter has been 
with me partly a matter of hereditary interest; and I was. 
influenced partly by the fact that when I had the honour of 
holding the situation of law officer of the Crown, it was my 
duty toconsider the whole jury law, and, ineffectually, but to 
the best of my ability, to bring forward a measure which 
should redress what I thought to be the evils of it, and 
should put things on a better footing, which measure, how- 
ever, like many other excellent projects, failed for various 
reasons. This must be my excuse for taking the subject: 
into consideration, and for feeling rather Secidedly and 
strongly upon it. I have seen it said that there was a good: 
deal to be brought forward in behalf of the existing prac- 
tice, and that the existing practice was fair, because the 
time of the special jurors was generally speaking worth more 
than the time of the common jurors. Possibly, that may 
be so; but relatively I venture to doubt it. I doubt 
whether in the middle of harvest the time of a special juror 
is to him of more value thad the time of a common juror is. 
or even 60 much in an agricultural county; though, 
positively, no doubt, it may be worth more. But if it were 
so, I have to repeat that it is not the law of England. 
and that to the law of England all the subjects of England 
mustsubmit. The law will be, as far as I am concerned, 
administered as I have mentioned; and if the law, as ad- 
ministered by myself by and those who think with me, i 
objectionable, by all means get the law altered. But while 
it is the law it seems to me to be my clear duty to enforce 
it, to see as far as I can that it is obeyed, and so far as 
my power extends I propose to use that power in seeing: 
that the lawis obeyed. And J protest—whatever may be’ 
the propriety of the practice—I protest against it | 
in the power of persons, highly respectable people 
admit, in the position of under-sheriffs to alter, evade, 
or repeal the law, and to alter, evade, and repeal it im 
favour of the rich and against the poor. Laxity is alwaye 
bad, but discriminating laxity is peculiarly offensive 
and bad, and is sure sooner or later to be turned tograve, 
because well-founded, ill-feeling, and to undesired, because 
really just, discontent. 








County Courts. 


ST. ALBANS. 
(Before James Wuicuam, Esq., Judge.) 
Dec. 13.—JIn re Leonard Laidman, 
The motion of Mr. J. G. Grain that James John Beard 
Black, accouatant, of 36, King William-street, trustee im 
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Incorporated Law Society, now a prisoner in New- 
Wipfir embezzlement, be removed from his office as such 
with no claim for remuneration, was again heard. 

The motion had been adjourned from the previous court 

ante p. 86), after his Honour had made an order de- 

‘ng that of the application relating to the removal 
of Black, and requiring that certain sums alleged to have 
heen wrongfully detained should be paid into the Bank of 

d forthwith, and also requiring that the trustee 
should, within fourteen days of that date (November 22), 

a full debtor and creditor account of all moneys re- 
eived and id by him in his office as trustee. 

Finlay night appeared for the trustee. 

Grain said he — appeared on behalf of the Incorporated 
Law Society, creditors in the estate of Laidman, and he 

just the same as cn the last occasion. He now had to 
gy that the order made at the last court had not been com- 

id with, neither had any of the previous orders of the 
court or of the registrar. 

Finlay Knight said he had only received his instructions 
mthe previous day. He scarcely knew what the case was, 
put he had, however, a preliminary remark to make that 

was farther from Mr. Black’s intention than to be 
dimespectful to the court on the last occasion, and the cause 
ofhis’ being so late in his attendance that day was entirely 
an accident. As far as he (Mr. Knight) understood 
there was a substantive motion before the court. for the 
removal of the trustee Black, but the application was made 
by any affidavits. He contended that such an 
application as this must be supported by affidavit, a copy of 
which should be furnished to the other side; yet, notwith- 
standing this, an order was made that certain sums of money 
should be paid into court, and it was further directed that 
theapplicants should file an affidavit as to the conduct of the 
trustee in the meanwhile. This they did not do until the 
day previous (December 12), and then they did not go 
through the usual plan of furnishiog a copy of such affidavit 
to the other side, so as to enable them to answer it. There- 
fore he came to the court totally unprepared to answer it. 

His Honour said he was aware of the order he had made 
upon the trustee, who had received certain sums of money 
on behalf of the creditors, in all amounting to—how much ? 

The RecistrRaR: £7,839 8s, 7d. 

Knight : That is the gross sum according to the accounts. 

His Honour: The trustee has received sums in the 
aggregate amounting to £7,000 or £8,000; but there are 
various sums to be deducted. 

cop said, according to the statement of accounts which 
he had in his hands, the trustee had received £7,339; there 
was a heavy mortgage upon Laidman’s property, and the 
actual balance in Mr. Black’s hands was £908 2s, 3d. 

Grain : That sum has been paid into the Bank of England 
inthe joint names of himself and Mr. Schroder. We dis- 
pute two other items which he claims to retain on account 
of other matters, and which his Honour, on the last 
oteasion, said he was to pay forthwith into the Bank of 

d 


ight submitted that there was a difference been bank- 
tptoy and liquidation proceedings in respect of paying 
moneyinto the bank. In the former proceedings a trustee 
was bound to pay into the bank (in the absence of other 
direotions), but in liquidations the rule did not apply. He 
then asked for an adjournment to enable him to answer 
the affidavits since made as to the conduct of the trustee, 
of which he had not had. 
is Honour said he was. much obliged to Mr. Knight 
for his information, and there must nodoubt be an adjourn- 
ment of the case; but be did not see why the trustee 
thould not comply with the order of the court—namely, 
that he should pay forthwith the money into the Bank of 


ain said that on the last occasion his Honour gave 
that whatever might be done as to the committal or 
Temoval of the trustee—which, after all, was perhaps the 
most important part of the question—he was to pay the 
Money into the Bank of England at all events ; that was 
tid distinotly. 

His Hoxovr: And I say 80 now. The two sums, one of 
£390, and the other of £225, should be paid forthwith, and 
the question of solicitor’s costs and trustee's remuneration 

afterwards decided. He did not see why there 
thould be any difficulty about this, 
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jection to the adjournment. 

Knight : 1 don’t know what order your Honour will make. 

His Honour : I shall order this, that within twenty-four 
hours the money is to be paid into the Bank of England ;. 
otherwise, what I intended in my own mind shall take 
place: the trustee shall be committed forthwith. There 
may be preliminaries to go through, and notices to serve ; 
but, unless he complies with the order of this court, he 
ought to be committed. 

Knight : Very well, sir; of course I shall appeal. 

After some further conversation, the court rose. 

The following is a copy of the formal order drawn as in- 
structed by his Honour, and to this is added the order of the 
22nd of November, viz.:—‘‘ And upon hearing Mr. Grain, 
instructed as aforesaid (Messrs. Humphreys & Son, Giltspur 
Chambers, Holborn Viaduct), for and on behalf of the In- 
— Law Society, and Mr. F. Knight, counsel for 
and on behalf of J. J. B. Black, the trustee appointed in 
this matter, this court doth further order that the time given 
for the said J. J. B. Black, the trustee aforesaid, to pay into 
the Bank of England the two sums of £390 and £225 as 
ordered and directed by the aforesaid order of this court, be 
extended for twenty-four hours, and that within that period 
this court doth peremptorily order that the two sums afore- 
said be paid into the Bank of England pursuant to the said 
order within the said twenty-four hours, and this court, upon 
ape the application of Mr. Finlay Knight, the counsel 
for and on behalf of the said J. J. B. Black, the trustee 
aforesaid, doth further order that the said J. J. B. Black 
shall, within seven days from the date hereof, file an answer 
to the affidavits of Frederick Thompson and others, filed on 
the 12th of December, 1878.- 

** J. N. Epwarps, Registrar.” 

On Wednesday, December 18, notice was received at the 
registrar’s office that the judgment of Mr. Whigham would 
be appealed against, the consequence being that his Honour 
did not hold the intended adjourned court on Friday, 
December 20. 





Court Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court oF — ad THE V.0, Matrys. 


Date. ay 


Tuesday, Jan., 7Mr.Farrer Mr.Teesdale Mr. Leach 
Wednesday.... 8 King Holdship Latham 
Thursday .... 9 Farrer Teesdale Leach 
Friday........ 10 King Holdship § Latham 
Saturday...... 11 Farrer Teesdale Leach 
V.C.Bacow. V.C. Hats, Mr. Justice 
Tuesday, Jan.. 7Mr. Ward Mr. Milne Mr. Koe 
Wednesday.... 8 Pemberton Merivale Clowes 
Thursday .... 9 Ward Miln> Koe 
Friday........ 10 Pemberton Merivals Clowes 
Saturday...... 1 Ward Milne Koe 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
January 2, 1879. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
8 per Cent, Consols, 954 Annuitias, April, °85, 0} 
Ditto for Account, Feb. 953 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug, 1908 
Do. 3 per Cent. Reduced, 945 Ex Bills, £1000, ¥) per Ct. 2 dis 
New 3 per Conv., 943 Ditto, £500, Do, 2 dis. 
Do, 34 perCent., Jan. '94 
Do. Ht per Cont., Jan. 794 
Do 5 per Cent., Jan. "18 
Annuities, Jan, 80 


Ditto, 2100 & £2C*, x dis. 
Bank of England Stook, 251 
Ditte for Account. 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SHCURITIES. 


Stk.,5 per Cent. July, "80,101, Enf.Pr. 5} per Cent., May, 81 
aia mg ton es ¥ . Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent, 


Oob. °88, 1 April, "64 
) Ditto, mre, Gere floates — _ Do.bos5 per Cont, Ane 


Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. 77 | Do, Bonds, 4 per Cent. 
dud Baf.Pr., 5 per C.Jan72 | Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


ene 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Jan. 4, 1879, 





a 





RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. -| Closing Price 








Bristol and Exeter - 
Caledonian -. 958 
‘Stock|Glasgow and South-Western ....scrsoccecseseeeee 99 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock seccosssssseseeees| t 
Great Northern i 109 
Do., A Stock* 1 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland ...... 
Great Western—Original | 
Lancashire and Yorkshire ........escessesseeseee 
\London, Brighton, and South Coast.. 
London, Chatham, and Dover........ 
London and North-Western . 
London and South Western... .....0 0008 , 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln .ee.seseeee 
Metropolitan 
Do., District 
Midland 
North British 
North Eastern 
North London 
tock! North Staffordshire .se....ssssssssserecernssessees 
South Devon one 
Stock/South-Eastern oe 126 





















































* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

“‘Broc—Dec. 24, at No 4, Buckland villas, Belsize Park, the 
wife of David Gray Begg, of a daughter. 

_PEarson—Dee, 24, at the Mount, Malton, Yorks, the wife of 
Hugh W. Pearson, solicitor, of a daughter. 

PotLtock—Dec. 26, at 24, Bryanston-street, W., the wife of 
Frederick Pollock, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Pore—Dec. 24, at Fern Villa, Ealicg-common, the wife of 
Edward Pope, of Gray’s-inn and Ealing, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 

“CHALMERS—LORIMER—Dec. 27, at Christ Church, Edinburgh, 
Sir David Patrick Chalmers, Chief Justice of British Guiana, 
to Janet Alice, daughter of James Lorimer, Advocate. 

Littey—Nayior—Deoc. 16, at St. James’s, Hatcham, New 
Cross, London, Samuel Lilley, of the Inner Temple, barrister- 
at-law, to Jane Inman Naylor, daughter of the late Edward 
Naylor, of Southsea, Hants. 

“SranitanpD—BeEReEsrorp—Dec. 24, at St. Leonard’s, Shore- 

itch, Henry Staniland, of London, solicitor, to Mary 

Florence, pees, ard of the Rev. Canon Beresford, of Huby 
Rectory, near Leicester. 


DEATHS, 
Hayter—Dee. 26, at South Hill Park, Bracknell, the Right 
Hon. Sir William Goodenough Hayter, Bart., Q.C., P.C., 


aged 86. 

Morris—Dec, 12, at 25, Montague-place, Russell-square, 
Mary, wife of Frederick Phillipse Morris,vof Or eigh, 
Caterham Mag and Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law. 

Puitpot—Dec, 23, at Lyme Regis, Dorsetshire, John Philpot, 
late of 28, Southampton-buildinge, Chancery-lane, and 36, 
Bedford-row. 

SuaPrtanp—Dec. 23, J. T. Shapland, solicitor, South Molton, 
North Devon, aged 65. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Limirep tx CHANCERY. 
Touxspay, Dec 24, 1878. 

Association of Land Financiers, Limited.—V.C. Malins has, by an order 
dated Dec 5, appointed George Sims and William Standing, Holborn 
Viaduct, to be joint official liquidators. Creditors are required on or 
before Feb 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts and claims to the above. Wednesday, March 12 at 1% 
is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Iron Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. Malins, 
dated 13, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the 
above company be continued. Norris and Co, Bediord row, solicito ra 
for the petitioner 

County Residential Clubs, Limited.—By an order dated Dec 14, it was 
ordered that the above clubs be woond up, Hughes, St Benet pl, 
G charch licitor for the yetitioner 





ot 
e Blate Comps , Limited —Cretitors are required on or before 


‘an 24, to names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts and claims, to James Thomas Snell, Oannon st. Friday, Feb 7 
Sie. SO agpeees Sr Eeeing aan ae upon the debits and 


ms 
-Gatharst and Southport Brick and Tile Company, Limited.— Petition for 
winding up presented Dee 18, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall, 





PE 
on Jan 17. Gregory and Co, Bedford row, agents for Threlfall, Son 
port, solicitors for the petitioners South. 
‘orth-Western Railway of Monte Video Company, Limited. —Potitiog 
for winding up presented Dec 13, directed to be heard before the 
M.R., on Jan 18. Darley and Cumberland, John st, Bedford tow 
solicitors for the petitioners h 

Thames Steam Ferry Company, Limited.—V.C. Malins has, by an oni 
dated July 12, appointed James Waddell, Queen Victoria st, ty bs 
offcial liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before Feb ] 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
to the above. Tuesday, Feb 18 at 12, is appointed for hearing 
judicating upon the debts and claims 


UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 
Tuespay, Dec. 24, 1878. 

Bournemouth Cab and Carriage Company.—Petition for wing w 
presented Dec 20, directed t> be heard before V.C. Hall on Jan j7' 
Winter and Co, Bed ord row, agents for A'dridge and Sharpe, Boume. 
mouth, Solicitors for the petitioner. 

Freshwater, Yarmouth, and Newpor: Railway, Ex parte <= 
Creditors are, on or before Jan 25, to come in and prove their ¢laims 
at the chambers of the M.R. Saturday, Feb 8 at tis appointed 
hearing and adjudicating upon the claims 


Lrwtrep rn OfANCERY. 
Frivay, Dec. 27, 1878. 
Australian Land, and Investment Trust, Limited.—V.0. Maling 
by an order dated Dec 17, appointed John Young, Tokenhouse yarj 
provisional official liquidator ? 
Pembroke Dock Co-operative Shipbuilding Company, Limitsd.—Thy 
M.R. has fixed Jan 7 at 12 at his chambers as the time and place for 
the appointment of an official liquidator 
Saundersfoot and Tenby Collieries Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by the M.R., dated Nov 9, it was ordered that the above com. 
pany be wound up. Simpson and Cullingford, Gracechurch st, 
solicitors for the petitioners ™ 
Saundersfoot and Tenby Collieries Comvany, Limited.—The M.R, has 
fixed Jan 8 at 12 at his chambers as the time and place for the a. 
pointment of an official liquidator 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY, 
+ Frumay, Dec. 27, 1878. 

Merrybent and Darlington Railway Company.—Creditors are required 
on or before Feb 1, to send their names and addresses and paiticolary 
of their debts or claims to Mr. William Tarquand, Tokenhouse yard, 
Saturday, Feb 15 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudica'ing upm 
the debts and claims 

Lrurrep tn CHancery, 
Tuespay, Dec. 31, 1878, 

British Empire Horse Supply Association, Limited.—The M.R. hu 
fixed Jan 9 at 11 at his chambers asthe time and place fur the appoint. 
ment of an official liquidator 

Eryri Slate Company, Limited.—The M.R. has, dy an order dated Jaly 
29, appointed James Thomas Snell, Cannon st, to be the offici 
liquidator 

Handsworth Skating Rink Company, Limited.—By an order maieby 
the M.R., dated Dec 21, it was ordered that the above Mery og 
wound up. Sharpe and C>, Bedford row, agents for Ryland and 0, 
Birmirgham, solicitors for the petitioners 

Madams Therese and Company, Limited —The M.R, has fixe 
Jan 10 at 12 at his chambers, as the time and place for the appoiat- 
ment of an official liquidator 

Middlesex Brewery Company, Limited.—The M.R, has fixed Jan 8 atl? 
at his chambers as the time and place for the appointment of a 
offizial liquidator 

Untimirep In CHANCERY. 
Tugspay, Dec, 31, 1878. 

West of England and South Wales District Bank.—By an order mate 
by V‘O. Malins, dated Dec 20, it was ordered that the above bank be 
wound up, Olarke and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, solicitors for the 
petitioners 

CounTY PALATINE oF LANCASTER. 
LimiTep In CaAancerrY, 
Farpar, Dec, 27, 1878, 

Bouck ani Company, Limited.—By an order made by Little, V.C, 
dated Dec 16, it was ordered that the above company be woundup. 
Brett and Craven, Manchester, solicitors for the petitioners 

Liverpool Coach Building Limited.—Petition for winding up, p 
Dec 24, directed to be heard before V.C. Little at the Assize Court, 
Strangeways, Manchester, on Jan 6 at 10. Davies, 
solicitor for the petitioner 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Turspay, Dec 24, 1878, 


Sandhills Excelsior Sick and Benefit Society, Railway Hotel, Wei 


minster rd, Liverpool. Dec 19 
Union Sick Friendly Society, Commercial Inn, Skipton, York. Dee 19 
Faivay, Dec. 27, 1878. 
nelind Painters’ Accident, Sick, and Burial Society, Bradford. York, 


2 
West Melton Working Men’s Industrial Society, Limited, West Melton, 
York. Dec 21 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Toxspay, Dec. 24, 1878. 
Barnes, Horatio, Oatton, Norfolk. Jan 25, Barnes v, Barnes, MB, 
Linecoln’s ion fields 
Portfield. Sussex, Gent. Feb 15. Crutcher v. Crile 
eber, V.C. Hall, Duke, Ohichester 

Butler, Joseph, Victoria Dock rd, Tobacconist. Jan 24, Butler % 

Butler, M.B. Archer, Commercial rd Bast 
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te, Lancashire, Tenkosper. Feb 19. Cun- | Holiday, Cometius Brooks, Rothbury villas, Tolliogton Park, Gent. 


Henry, Oswaldtwis 
Smith, V.C. Hall. Barlow, Accring' 
"im bai Heany, Newcastle-u pon-Tyne, Merchant. Feb 18, 
Woods ¥- Fowke, Vib. Hall. Peas Cong gga gig ps 


es — Gent. Jan 29, Durden v. Grain, V.C. 
Aad ison, Portsmouth 


Finchley, -_ Fatty Abraham 
Sco Tekh, Marl of Dress, Bestintastor, Lek 

sen snl nm, Earl of Dysart, Buckmi r, ‘i- 

Jan 27. Tollemache v. ‘Manners, M.R. Young, Essex st, 


Miller, Sra peonet, Wi ke Regis, Dorset, Colonel. Jan 29, Miller 
y. Miller, V.C. Hatl. mith, Craven st, Strand 

Mort, Margaret, nang Bi — Jan 20. John v. Williams, 

Malins. Isaac, 

BS Matthew, West Hartlepoo!, Shipowner. Jan 31. Pearson vy. 
Hodgson, V.C. Hall. Simpson, West Hartlepool 
Wilkinson, *John, Whitehaven, Earthenware Manufacturer. Jan 31. 
Wilkinson vy. Wilkinscn, V.C. Hall, Bischoff and Co, Great Win- 


chester st 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Tuzspay, Dec 24, 1878, 
Bal, Francis James, Bristol, Wine Merchant. Jan 31, Salt and Par- 
istol 
ma Mary, Manor st, Clapham. Jan17, Meynell, Castle st, Hol- 
bows, oh, Clifton, York, Esq. Feb 1. Badgers and Co, Rother- 


aur Emily, Grafton sq, Clapham. Jan31l. Davis and Co, Cole- 
navi, io. Trull, Somerset, Yeoman. Jan 25. Kite, Taunton 
Uily, Cat ee Harriett, Hawarden, Flint. Feb1, Cowlard and Co, 


iy dy Hart, Hawarden, Flint. Feb 1. Cowlard and Cowlard, 


aun an Joseph, Barcaple, Ringford, Gent. Jan 3). Warner, 
dan bor 
Rey Artur, Chedworth, Gloucester, Clerk. 


Stephe: 
“ki William, Illingworth, nr Halifax, Clerk. Feb 1, 


Feb 2. Preston, 
Rhodes, 
Salt and Par- 


Miller, Bristol 
Feb 28. Fry and Co, 


hes, Margaret, Newport, Salop. March 25, Heane, Newport 
s, Richard, Swansea, Solicitor. Feb 17. Strich and Bellingham 


Swansea 
Jenninge, John, aay st, eer enn rd, Manufacturer, Jan 31. 
Moojen, 8 

See tunes, Bushey, Hertford, Carpenter: Jan 31. Boydell, South 
a te ion 


one, Bas sey Surrey, Esq. Feb 28. Hume and Co, Gt. 
Digby 


Laver, oe, Tatehingdon, Essex, Corn Merchant. Feb 1. 
and Evans, Maldon 
Mellor, Josiah, Thongsbridge, York, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer. Feb 
1, Learoyd and Co, Huddersfield 
Ouzman, Frederick, Little Hale, Lincoln, Farmer. April6. Peake 
and Co, Sleaford 
- By Preston, Lancaster, Gent. Jan 23. Buck and 
8. 
sai, Caries Henry, Tenby, Pembroke, Esq. Feb 17. Strick aud Co, 
Stafford, Richard, Leeds, Gent, Feb 3. Scott, Leeds 
ftutfeld, William, jan., Turriff, North Britain, Feb 1. 
Turner, Fenchurch st 
Surman, William, Maisemore, Gloucester, Farmer. Feb 8. Sheppard, 
7 » Hanging Heaton, York. Feb1l. Ridgway and Ridg- 
a Sanderton John, Wadhurst, Sussex, Esq, Feb 22. Fry and 
isto! 
Tame Richard, St Clement, Worcester, Gent. Feb 1. Knott, 
Warren. Charles, Bythorne terrace, Brixton, Butcher. January 25, 
tard, Brabant crt 
', William, Eckington, Derby, Innkeeper. Feb1. Alderson, 


Wyld, Charlotte, Red!and, Bristol. Jan 21. Salt and Parnell, Brito 


Paper Dec 27, 1878. 
t Tower st. March 1. 


Green, poemet, Bristol, Doctor of Medicine. Jan 21. 
ne 

aoa, don James, Bristol, Chemist. Jan 31. 

Harvey, John, Chfton, Bristol, Wine Merchant. 





Hacon and 


Same, sStephen John, G Heales and Son, 


“commons 


henam, , Jobn, Liantilo, Pertholey, Monmouth, Farmer, Jan 4. Gabb 


» Abergavenny 
’ James Scott Bradford, York, Lithographic Artist. March 
8, Hutchinson, Bradford 
Joseph, Hadley, Brewer. Marchi. Parkers, Bedford 
Clarke, Richard, Bushey, Clerk in Her Majesty's Post Office. Feb 1. 
Boydell, South sq, Gray’s ion . 
Bh arias ——- Southampton, Gent. Jan 31. Hickman and 


minnie Newtown, Malvern, Worcester, Retired Tradesman. 
Allen and Beauchamp 

Suen, Mary Ann Ann, somes toauane, Tottenham. Jan 31. Watson, Fins- 
Oreenvay, 0 Ohare " Abiggdon villas, Kensington, Gent. Jan 16. Tatton, 
High st, Kensington 

» Frederic erick, Sonteworth lane, Putney, Esq. Jan3$l. Tamp- 
lin and Oo, Fenchurch 
as Jane, Gloucester ville, Highgate, Jan 31. Furber, Gray’s-inn- 





Mothersill, Frederick Thom Manchester, Yarn 
Jan 27, Marriott and Wooda 11, Manchester 2 oo. eee Agent. 
— John James, Victoria rd, Clapham-common, Esq. Feb 1. Nico 
and Co, Lime st 
Symmons, {Isaac, Frederick st,*Gray’s-inan rd, Gent. Feb“1. Pass, 


* Queen st, Cheapside 
Tiller, Richard, Southampton, Gent. Jan 31. Hickman and Son, 
Feb 28, Rogers 


Southampton 

Williams, Phillip, West Bromwich, Stafford, Gent. 
and Jordan, Stourbridge 

Windebank, William, jun, Bevois Mount, Southampton. Nurseryman. 
Jan 31, Hickman and Son, Southampton 

a, Ann Clara, Howle Manor, Salop, Jan 18. Hand and Co, 

bar = pa Susan, Howle Manor, Salop. Jan 18. Hand and Co, Staf- 


Bankrupts. 
TuEspaY, Dec 24, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
fo Surrender in London, 


Blackford, Hattie, Charles st, Grosvenor sq, no occupation, Pet Nov 12 
Hazlitt. Jan 15 at ll 

Lake, 1heodore Hubert, Strand, Clerk G. P.O. Pet Dec 19. Hazlitt. 
Jan 10 at 12.30 

Mandelstam, Joseph, Ely p!, Holborn, Trimming Merchant. Pet Dec 
19, Hazlitt. Jan 15 at 11.30 

nt _— A, Percy Cross, Fulham. Pet Dec19. Hazlitt. Jam 

a 

Wi'den, Edward, Market + i Mark lane, Flour Factor. Pet Dec 

20, Murray. Jan 17 at 1l 


To Surrender in the Country. 
some » Thomas, Sete, Cheshire. Pet Dec 20. Williams. Bir- 
enhead, Jan 10 at 1 
Atkinson, Henry. Hato, Lancashire, Farmer. Pet Dec 20. Bulton. 
Preston, Jan 17 at 1! 
Hayhoe, Albert, Newmarket, Hotel Keeper. Pet Dec 19. Eaden. Cam- 
bridge, Jan 9 at 12 
Hogarth, William Middleton, Ferryhill, Durham, Lieensed Victualler. 


Pet Dec 21, Marshall. Dorham, Jan ll at ll 
Hubbert, John Cook, Warrington, Accountant. Pet Dec 21. Nichol- 
son, Warrington, Jan 13 at 2.30 
ne J _ Sheffield, Cowkeeper. Pet Dec 19. Wake. Sheffield, 
ans 
pF po Jann, Oxford, Baker’s Manager. Pet Dec 21. Bishop. Oxford, 
an 6 at 


Fripay, Dec. 27, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy. Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Bennett, William Henry, Brighton. Lieut-Col in Auxiliary Forces. 
Pet Dec 20, Evershed. Brighton, Jan 10 at 11 
Chapman, G H J M » Military Barracks, Chatham. Pet 
Dec 16. Hayward. Rochester, Jan 13 at 2.30 


Cooper, George, — Wheelwright. Pat Dec 13. Pitt-Taylor. 


Greeneta, Jan 10 at 

Crook, Richard Cole, Woolston, Berks, Farmer. Pet Dec 18. Towns- 
end, Swindon, Jan 22 

naan | Le sor ag  pullder. Pet Dec 24. Young. Hastings,. 
‘an 1] at 

ver, John i Sheffield, Solicitor. Pet Dec 23. Wake. Shef- 

Orel Ma, Jan 10 atl 

Hill, William, Ehvarsdet, ——r Stable Proprietor. Pet Dec 20. Bel!- 
ringer. Liverpool, Jan 13 at 12 

Irving eta Cumberland, Tailor. Pet Dec 23. Halton. 

Jan 8 a 

Laycock, Frederick, prety Potato Salesman. Pet Dec 21. Robin- 
son. Bradford, Jan l4at 9 

Ligtel, ,» Henry Stevenson, ee, Carrier. Pet Dec 24. Bellringer. 

rpool, Jan 14 at 12 
Rowlands, Thomas, Llantrissant, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet Dec 23. 
Spickeit. Pontypridd, Jan 10 at 12 


TusgspaY, Dec 31, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Regis‘rar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Moggridge, es Pres de Granville, France. Pet Dec 24. Haslitt. 


Jan 29 at 
To Surrender in the Nom ogy & 
Heal, NE =e Somerset, Plasterer. Pet Dec 3¢. Smith. 
Bath, Jan llat! 
Reeves, William, Thames Ditton, Newspaper Reporter. Pet Dec 24. 
Beli. Kingston, Jan 9 at 4 


page ay RPSEEED. 
Farpay, Deo. 27, 18 
Gordon, George, Newcastie-upon- 2, oon. y aoe. Dec 23 
Rhodes, Charles, Rickmansworth, Herts, Grocer. Dec 18 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 

FIRST MKETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Tuxspar, Dec, 24, 1878, 
Allison, Edward, Millfield, Sunderland, Builder. Jan 8 at 11 at offices 
Banas, Bisabeth, Rahul, Surrey, Lodging House K Jan 3 at 

ynes, Eliza ill, Sarre: an See Senger: anSa 

2 at afices of Head and Craix, Station ri, Redbill 

Bedford, Robert, Kast Ardsley, nr Wakefield, Wheelwright, Jan 6 at 
11 at offices of Lake, Southgate, Watefield 
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Beer, William Dodderidge, Newton Abbot, Devon, Carver, Jan 4at 12 
at the Union Hotel, Newton Abbot. Creed, Newton Abbot 

Bell, Lazsrus, Sheffield, Spade Manufacturer. Jan 6 at $ at the 

ted Law Society, Aldine court, High at, « Bur- 

dekinand Co - 

Bewicke, Chariton, Westgate, Guisbrough, York, Draper. Jan 3 at 12 
at offices of Hunton ‘and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Blackmore, Thomas Cloak, Ivy Bridge, Devon, Master Boot Maker. 
Jan 3 at 12 at offices of Bray, Courtenay st, Plymouth 

Blake, John, Sunderland, File Manufacturer. Jan 8 at 11 at offices of 
Edington, High st west, Sunéer'and. Robinson, Sunderland 

Bland, Thomas Little, Harrogate, York, Lodging House Keeper. Jan 
2 at 3 at offices of Bateson and Hutchinson, 

Blore, Robert, Derby, Elastic Web Manufacturer. Jan 8 at 3 at offices 
of Close, Corn Market, Derby : 

Bontoft, James Alexander, Boston, Lincoln, Commercial Traveller. 
Jan 4 at 1! at offices of Dyer, Church lane, Boston 

Booth, Edwin, Barnsley, York, Colliery Proprietor. Jan 3 at 11 at the 
— Hotel, Church st, Barnsley. Marshall and Ownsworth, 
Barnsle; 

Pret me f Isaac, Bradford, York, Woollen Merchant. Jan 6 at 11 at 
offices of Singleton, ‘ord 

Brook, William Bobby, Brooksby walk, Homerton, Wholesale 
bg oe Jan 8 at 11 at 23, Finsbury place. Fulcher, Horton 
rd, Hac’ 

B Thomas, Wilmington, Kent, Farmer. Jan 6 at lat the Ball 
Hotel, Dartfcrd. Gibson, Dartford 

Browne, Henry Justin, Euston rd, Pianoforte Mannfacturer. Jan 16 
at 12 at 145, Cheapside. Saunders and Co, King st, Cheapside 

Bull, Ambrose Lewis, Commercial rd, Pimlico, Cowkeeper. Jan 16 at 
11 at offices of Bell and Co, Queen Victoria st 

Burton, Joeeph Sanders, Columbia Market, Hackney rd, Travelling 
Aucticneer. Jan 9 at 3 at offices of Brett and Co, Leadenhall st. 
Bradley, Mark lane 

Calvert, John, Pontypridd, no occupation. Jan 2 at 12 at the New Inn 
Hotel, Pontypridd. Morgan 

Castich, Peter, Swansea, Earthenware Dealer. Jan 3 at 3 at offices of 
Soto and Harvey, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st. Thomas, 

jwansea 

Catcheside, John, Sunderland, House Builder. Jan 8 at 10 at offices 
of Hines, We:t Sunniside, Sanderland 

Cawston, Abraham Charles, Marks Tey, Essex, Horse Dealer. Jan 3 
at 12 at offices of Prior, Head st, Colchester 

Chappell, William John, Middlesborough, Hatter. Jan 3 at 11 at offices 
of King, Wilson st west, Middlesborough 

Chester, Joseph; Warrington, Lancashire, Brush Manufacturer. Jan 
4at ll at offices of Preston, Clarence st, Albert sq, Manchester. 
Gardner, M ter 

Clark, Frederick Henry, Great Tower et, Merchant. Dec 31 at 11 at 

of Philp, Walbrook 

Clarke, Francis, Preston, Joiner. Jan13 at 3 at offices of Spencer, 
Winekley st, Preston 

Cobb, Eliza Mati'ds, Mickleton, Gloucester, Grocer. Jan 9 at 2 at the 
Crown Hotel, Evesham. Hiron, Campden 

Coliman, ard William, Hugh Hutton Stannus, and George Mason 
Turner, George st, Portman sq, Upholsterers. Jan 8 at 12 at the 
Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Jenkinson and Olivers, Corbet 
court, Gracechurch st 

Cooke, Thomas, and Andrew Cooke, Sunderland, Builders, Jan 8 at 2 
at offices of Bell, Lambton st, Sunderland 

Cox, Edward, Shrewsbury, Contractor. Jan 8 at 11 at offices of 
Morris, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Crabtree, Sarah, and David Crabtree, Bacup, Lancashire, Manager of a 
a - od Company. Jan6atilatthe Derby Hotel, Bury. 


Currie, Robert, Liverpool, Draper. Jan 7 at 3 at offices of Green, 
Clayton st, Li 1 


iverpco: 
Davies, David, Liandilo, Carmarthen, Victualler. Dec 31 at 2.at offices 
of Williams, Liandi'o 
Delpiano, Frank, Brighton, box and Travelling Bab Maker. Jan 7 at 
12 at ofBees of Young, Newgate street. Maynard, Brighton 
Deplotes,. William Flower, Knottingly, York, Master Mariner. Jan 4 


at Lancashire and Yorkshire }, Knottingly. Wair- 

wright and Masor, Wakefield 

Ebsworth, Robert Mitchell, Robert Ebswortb, and Henry Jalian Ebs- 
worth, Corbett court, Gracechurch street, Commission Merchants. 
Jan 9 at 2 at offices of Harding and Co, Old Jewry. Lattey and 
Hart, Gresham House, Old Broad street 

Edwards, Alfred Henry, Ladywood, Birmingham, Boot Dealer. Jan 6 
at 12 at offices of East, Temple street, Birmingham 

Ellis, Joreph, Caroline terrace, Wimbledon, Builder. 
offices of Corsel'is, East hill, Wandsworth 

Fewson, Hartley, Welwick Works, Bow common, Manufacturing Che- 
mist. Jan 6 at 3 at offices of Bradford and Hare, Old Broad street 

Fisher, Alfred, Tunstall, Stafford, Plumber. Jan 3 at 3 at offices of 
Alcock, Market street, Tunstall 

Fox, Francis William, and Edwin Walker, 8t George’s, Gloucester, Ea- 
sy = ae 9 at 12 at Queen’s Hotel, Birmingham. Brittan and 
Co, Bris 

Fryer, Charies Smith, Old Broad street, Merean ile Olerk. Jan 20 at 2 
at offices of Blewitt and Tyler, Gracechurch street 

Goodyear, Charles, Chorlton-u Medlock, Manchester, Grocer. Jan 
9 at 3 at Clarendon Hotel, © n street, Manchest Clemmet, 


Manchester 

Grimes, Henry Mont; Totterdown, Bristol, Builder, Jan 3 at 1 

at offices of Bssery’ Guildhall, Broad street, Stee —_ 

Grewory, Nicholas, Beechingstoke, Wilts, Farmer. Jan 11 at 11.30 at 
E — Devizes. — aly se ge oon, Strand 

Harrison, ry, Batley, Yo ealer, Jan 6 at 10 

Wooler, Exchange bui dings, Batle ane? 

—- ae ame ham, Tailor, ate 30 at 3 
offices of Cowie, Bennett’ + Slaney, Birmingha: 

Hillyer, Henry, Southsea, eg Keone at 98 Cheapside. 

, ortees 
Miiiditen, William, Audiey, Stations, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Jan 2 


at Bat North Sto: 
En lboon » Moke-upon-Trent, Sherratt and 


Jan 7 at 2 at 








————S=3 
Hill, Henry Edward, Oroydon, Surrey, Ironmonger. 49 
Guildhall Goffechonse, Gresham street.” Young and ‘hompoon ant 
Hosquon Sevah Ann, Liverpool, out of business. Jan 9 at2 
son, v an 
BT 
n ut ork, and 
t. Jan 7 at 12at offices of Jackson and Jackson, Albert rua 


8 
Howard, Cyrus, Thatto Heath, near Prescot, Lancaster, Builder, Jay 
10 at 2 at offices of Tyre, Vicarage place, Prescot 
Hughes, Joho, Chester, Beerseller. Jan 3 at 2 at offices of Massey 
itefriars, Chester ’ 
Johnson, Henry James, Llandilo, Carmarthen, Butcher. Dee 3} ab ll 
at —s of hap ea eee! ha ore 
Johnson, James, en » Stafford, Fruiterer. Jan 9 at.11 
of Stratton, Queen street, of se aga onibk aed At oftes 
Johnson, Thomas, Eg . an -30 at offices 
Whiteside, Church street, Whitehaven ot 
Jones, John, Bilston, Stafford, Tailor. Jan 7 at 12 at Globe Hotel, 
Mount pleasant, Bilston. Fellows, Bilston 
Jones, John, Wellington road, Stoke Newington, no occupation, Jan 
7 at 3 at offices of Piesse and Son, Old Jewry chambers 
Klugman, Hyman, Leeds, Watch Material Dealer. Jan 6 at 3 at offisss 
of Lodge, Park row, is 
Laws, John Samuel, Alderton, Suffolk, Grocer. Jan 15 at2 at Offices 
of Pollard, St Lawrence street, Ipswich 
Leach, John, Joshua Leach, William Holden, and George Holden, Soy. 
land, Halifax, Paper Manufacturers. Jan 10 at 3 at offices of Addis. 
shaw and Warburton, Manchester 
Lee, Samuel, and George Edward Doughty, Snow hill, Birmingham, 
Corn Merchants. Jan 16 at 12 at offices of Rowlands and Bagnali, 
Colmore row, Birmingham : 
Leeming, Thomas Stapleton, Dewsbury, Commission Agent. Jangat 
3 at offices of leton, Union sirset, D. wsbury 
Leers, Charles, Bell yd, Doctors’ commons, Merchants, Jan 7 at#a} 
the Cannon st Hotel. West and Co, Cannon st 
Lemon, Aquila, Strood. Kent, out of busines’. Jan 6 at 8 at the Bull 
Hotel, Dartford. Gibson, Dartford 
Lloyd, John, Wrexham, Grocer. Jan 3 at 12 at offices of Jones, Hen. 
blas st, Wrexham : 
Low, Maximilian, Walbrook, Financial Agent. Jan 3 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Knight, Bow st 
Mahalski, Augustus, York, Photographer. Jan 4 at 11 at offices yg 
James, Lendal, York 
Martin, Thomas, Beck Mills, nr Kendal, Corn Miller. Jan 7 at 12.30 
at ot ea Room, Market place, Kendal, Thomson and Wilson, 
Ken 
Mellor, John Eastwood, and Edwin Mellor, Bradford, Coal Merchants, 
Jan 3 at 11 at offices of Peel and Gaunt, Ohapel lane, Bradford 
n, Thomas, Sunderland, House Builder. Jan 8 at 3 at officys 
of Bowey and Brewis, Fawcett st, Sunderland 
Morgan, George, Maindee, Mon, Builder. Jan 6 at 11 at offices 
Lloyd, Bank chambers, Newport ¢ 
Morris, James, Birmingham, Tin Plate Worker. Jan 6 at 8 at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Stephenson place, Birmingham. Johnson and Co 
Birmingham 





Mowbray, Richard, Nottingham, Plumber. Jan 13 at 3 at offiessof 
Lees, le pavement, Nottingham 

Myers, Abraliam, Whitechapel rd, Cigar Manufacturer. Jan lati2at 
offices of Barnett, Palmerston buildings, Old Broad st 

Noice, John Thomas, Albany st, Regent’s park, Fruiterer. Jaw? at} 
at Wood’s Hotel, Portngal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Owen, Robert, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Plasterer. Jan 8 at 12 atoliees 
of Jones, Bridze st, Conway 

Parkes, Samuel, Cradley, Worcester, Bricklayer. Jan 2 at 10 abofiiees 
of Wall, Union chambers, Stourbridge 

Patterson, Richard Gair, Newoastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. JandatSat 
offices of Chartres and Co, Grainger st west, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Payne, Thomas, Warwick; per, Jan 8 at 12 at the Woolpack 
‘Tote! Market sq, Warwick, Hesp, Warwick 

Perrin, Allan B Abram, Lancashire, Lime Merchant. Jan 16 
at 3 at offices of Wall, Clarence chambers, Wal'gate, Wigan 

Pope, Richard, Halme, Mantle Dealer. Jan 10 at 3 at offices of Eltoft, 
King st, Manchester 

Porter, Frank, Trowbridge, Grocer, Jan 6 at 12 at offices of Rodway, 
Fore tt, Trowbridge 

Powers, Edward, Hampton-on-the-Hill, Warwick, Farmer, Jan9at 

11 at offices of Sanderson, Church st, Warwick 

Pulcifer, Ebenezer, Nottingham, Watchmaker, Jan6 at 11 ab offiess 
of Stephenson, Weekday cross, Nottingham 

Radeliffe, William, Booth Town, Halifax, Beerhouse Keeper. Jan 15at 
3 at offices of Rhodes, Horton street, Halilax 

Ramsder, William, Wolverhampton, Bailder, Jan 7 at 11 at offices of 

Willeock, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
a haa Leeds, Confectioner. Jan 8 at 2 at offices of Raper, 
8 


Relp, Matthew, Scarborough, Draper. Jan 3 at 3 at the Merchants’ 
otel, Oldham st, Manchester. Richardson, Scarborough 
se ET Jean, Cobridge, Stafford, Musical Instrument Dealer. Jaa 
at 3 at offices of Llewellyn and Ackril!, Piccadilly st, Tunstall 
Rhodes, James, Obeadie, Cheshire, Hay Dealer, Jan 7 at 3 atoliee 
of Barrow and Smith, Cross st, Manchester 
Ridings, James, aud Henry MeLeod, Manchester, Costums Mant- 
fecturors. Jan 10 at 3 at offices of Sale and Co, Booth st, Man- 
ches! 
Robertson, John James, Woolston, Hants, Tailor. Jan 6 at 8 at offices 
of Hatlow, Southampton buildings,’ Holborn, .Shutte, South 
ampton 


Robins, Charles William, Bath, Fishing Tackle Manufacturer. Jan 6 
at 11 at offices of Bartrum, Northumberland buildings, Bath 
Robson, Joseph, Bishop Auckland, Inukeeper. Jan 7 at 12 at oflloe 
of Maw, jun, Bishop uck'and 
, Thomas Edward, Watford, Hertford, Horse Breaker, Jan $ at 
4 at offices of *edgwick and Turner, igh st, Watford 
le, James, New Wortley, Leeds, Grocer, Jan 6 at 11 at offices of 
Tennant, Albion st, Leeds 
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Whitechapel, Manufacturer of 
sents cya ep Sore rene roar water en thy 
Schoolmaster. Jan 8 


Sharman, in, Colnworth, aon Farmer. Jan 6 at 11 at 
offices of Day and. Wade-Ge a t Neots 
, John, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. Jan 16 at 3 at offices of 
Hunter and Curtis, Halford st, Leicester 
smith, Willams, Northampton, _ Factor. ae “ 3 at 3 at the Angel 


Hotel, N Northampt 
waite, Thomas, New Benwell, Northumberland, Builder. Dec 


$1 at 11 at ‘offices of Hopper, Grainger st, Newcas tle-upon-Tyne 
sasiion, sewed wise. © Cumberland, Boot Maker. Jan6 at 1 at 


Stationer. Jan 6 at 3 at 





Wigton 
joan on, yen ‘Cornet Sunderlan 
es of Pinkney, John hn st, Sunderlan 
Steains, Charles, Altrincham, Cheshire, Insurance Agent. Jan 6 at 3 
at offices of Stead, Essex st, Manchester 
Ptenson, William Alexander, Leicester, out of business. Jan 13 at $ 
at offices of Wright and Hincks, Belvoir st, Leicester 
SS among William, sen, Small Heath, ae or nag Builder, Jan 8 
at $ at offices of Fallows, Ohery st, B 
dale, Edward, Padsey, eo Greengrocer. Sal 4 at 11 at offices 
of Single ton, New Booth st, Bradford 
Strafford, William, Northgate, York, 4 + a Dealer. Jan 7 at 11 at 
offices of Kemp, Barstow sq, Wakefi eld 
, Robert Mitchell, and Charles John Hartnoll, Narrow st, 


Limehouse, Barge Builders. Jan 14 at 3 at offices of Saffety and 
Co, Old Jewry chambers. Keene and Marsland 
, James Ansley, jun, Hornsea, York, Brick Manufacturer. Jan 6 
at Tl at offices of Stead, Bishop lane, Kingston-upon-Hu 
lor, Robert, Skelmanthorpe, York, Grocer. Jan 3 at 3 at offices of 
bg AT and Co, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 
, Alfred James, Ystalyfera, Glamorgan, Boot Maker. Jan 2 at 
i2 at offices of Charles, the Parade, Neath 
Thompson, Alexander, Nottingham, Slipper Manufacturer. Jan 7 at 
Mf at offices of Press, Friar lane, Nottingham. Stevenson, Notting- 
Thompson, James, Barrow-in-Furness, Draper. Jan 13 at1l at the 
Imperial Hotel, Barrow-in-Furness, Sims, Barrow-in-Furness 
‘Trebarne, Stephen Francis, Bushey, Hertford, Farmer. Jan 8 at4 at 
offices of Sedgwick and my aed High st, Watford 
Tonstall, William, Halifax, Grocer. Jan 3at11 at the White Lion 
Hotel, Halifax. Garsed, Barum Top, Halifax 
Underhill, Josoph, Aston, Birmingham, out of business. Jan 6 at 3 at 
offices of East, Temple st, Birmingham 
Walker, Herbert, Hanley, Stafford, Baker. Jan 3 at 12 at offices of 
Paddock and Sons, Old Hall st, Hanle: 5 
‘Walton, Percy, Brighton, Jeweller. Jan 3 at 12 at offices of Clen 
and Fraser, Great James street, Bedford row. Nye, Brighton 
Ward, John, Roth«rham, Provision Dealer. Jan 7 at 2 at Incorporated 
ie Sesion Society, Aldine court, High street, Sheffield. Pollard, Westgate, 
jotherham 
Watson, Samuel, Mundford, Norfolk, Horse Trainer. Jan 6 at 1 at 
Bell Hotel, Thetford. Mason, Wereham 
, Richard, Wallgate, Wigan, Boat Builder. Jan 4 at 10.30 at 
offices of Wilson, King street, 
‘Wilks, Walter, Shipley York, out of business. Jan 9 at 4 at offices of 
Mossman and Haley, Little ‘Horton lane, Bradford 
Wiliams, Danie}, Dudley, Worcester, Hardware Commission Agent, 
Jan 4 at 12 at offices of Rudland, Queen street, Wolverhampton 
Williams, George, St Philip and J: Bristol, Coal Merchant. Jan 2 
at 12 at offices of O'Donoghue and Anson, St Augustine's parade, 
‘Woo'frey, Mary Everleigh, Wareham, Dorset, Bootmaker. Jan 3 at 1 
at Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Trevannion 
Wright H« ward, Leeds, out of business. Jan 3 at 3 at offices of Simp- 
ton and Barrell, Albion street, Leeds 
Wright, John, Ardwick, Manchester, Rope and Twine Maker. Jan 6 at 
1) at offices of Heath and Sons, Swan street, Manchester 
Young, Charles, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Bootmaker. Jan 3 at 12 at 
“nag of Urry, St John’s chamters, Hich street, Ventnor 
George, Bath, Grocer. Jan 7 at 11 at offices of Bartrum, Nor- 
eater’ buildin » Bath 
Young, William Josep "Handsworth, Stafford, Beer Dealer. Jan 7 at 
Sat offices of Jsques, Cherry street, Birmingham 
Zubiria, Joveph Maria, and Felisse Jogo, Cardiff, Merchants. Jan 14 
at 3 a of Tribe and Co, Crock hertown, Cardiff. Ingledew and 
Farpay, Dec. 27, 1878. 
Abernethy, Thomas, Liverpool, Provision Dealer. Jan 17 at 3 at offices 
‘of Connor, Victoria street, Liverpool. Nordon & Mason, Liverpool 


, Christopher, Bear park, Durham, Grocer. Jan 17 at 11 at 
Offices of Chambers, Sadler street, Durham 
Andrews, Charles Edward, Ashford, Kent, Builder. Jan 16 atl at 
n’s Head Hotel, Ashford, ‘Till, Canterbury 
Baker, Joseph, Cottingham, York, Merchant's Clerk. Jan 13 at $ at 
_"° of Woodhouse and Peach, Parliament street, Kingston-upon- 


noe, William, Jun, Reningneenal York, out of business. Jan 3 at 
Ni at Old Swan Inn, my Ser dley 
Baylies, Edward Thomas, 8 ‘Austell, Cornwall, Painter, Jan 7 at 2 at 
Queen's Head Hotel, St Austell. Paull, Truro 
Beale, Wilson William, Wimborne Minster, Dorset, Corn Merchant. 
9 at! at White Hart ape ge A _ Lee and Co, Salisbury 
ag Frederick, Winchest street, General Agent. 
Jen Mat 3 at offices of Hirschorn, King street, Cheapside 
» Thomas Goodman, Tuxford, Nottingham, Wine and Spirit 
erchant. Jan 3 at 12 at offices of ‘Marshai, Chapel gate, Bast Ret- 
le bg er Retford 
, Gyton 


t Wholesale Jeweller. Jan 9 at 12 at Qu neen’s 
tel, Seaphonsun place, te 





Birmingham. Spencer, St Bennett's hill, 
‘eeth, George, Laneworth Lincoln, Tailor. Dec 31 at 11 at offices of 
Rex, Br gate, Lincoln’ . = ‘ : 


Bratow, Mary Ann, Bilver street, Golden square, Provision Dealer. 
Jan 6'at 2 at offices of Stopher and Rundle. Coleman street : 





Broadbent, Edmund, Manchester, Papsr Maker. Mitre 
Hotel, Cathedral al yard, 4 Bu ait ahoen 
Brown, Thomas, Leicester, Provision Merchant. Jan 9 at 3 at offices of 
ny for it ward, Portland road, W Schoolmastar. 
w: ‘or roa ott: 
Jan 1 § at 3 at offices of Warry and Co, ecola’s hy tm 
Dune ie! Reading, Builder. Jan 8 at Ll at offices of Dodd, Friar 


ng 

cade, atin Headon, Nottingham, Farmer. Jan 3 at 11 at offices of 

Segue and Marshall, Chapel gate, East Retford. Metcalfe, East 
e 


Cawthorn, Joseph, Goole, Shipbroker. Jan 7 at 3 at Lowther Hotel, 
Aire street, Goole. Horner, Wakefield 

Clegg, Matthew, Jun, Kirkham, Lancaster, Ironmonger. Jan 15 at 2 at 
Shelley Arms Hotel, Fishergate, Preston. Dickson, Kirkham 

Ciitin, John, Cable street, St George’s East, Boot Dealer. J an 3 at2 
at offices of Hicks, Globe road, Mile End 

Compson, Thomas, Hallfields, Stafford, Butcher. Jan 8 at 11 at Globe 
Hotei, Mount Pleasant, Bilston. Bowen, Bilston 
ooper, Owen, Ryarsh, near Maidstone, Kent, Brick Manufactarer. 
Jan 13 at 10.30 at Railway Commercial Hotel, Tunbridge road, West 
Borough, Maidetene. —_ Dartford 

Cox, Jane, Lei d Box Manufacturer. Jan 9 at 3 at 
otfices of Pree and Go, New street, Leicester 

Cox, William, Bradford, York, Solicitor. Jan 7 at 3.30. at offices of 
Neill, Kirkgate, Bradford 

Crook, William, Weston-super-Mare, Bootmaker. Jan 8 at 3 at offices 
0 Norton, West street, Weston-super-Mare 

Cunningham, William Young, Liverpool, Draper. Jan 7 at 2 at offices 
of Green, Clayton square, Liverpool 

Curling, James, Kingston-upon-Hull, Fruiterer. Jan 13 at 3 at offices 
of Graham and Taylor, Parliament street, Kingston-upon-Hu!l 

Davies, Edwin, Tything, Worcester, Commission Agent. Jan 9 at ll 
at offices of Tree and Son, High street, Worcester 

Davies, James, Tonypandy, Glamorgan, Tailor. Jan 13 at 12 at Royal 
Hotel, Gloucester. Rosser, Pontypridd 

Davies, William, Ruardean, Gloucester, Farmer. Jan 15 at 12 at offices 
of Innel!, High street, Ross. Williams, Ross 

Day, George, Handsworth, York, Grocer, Jan 10 at 12 at offices of 
Lister, Temple chambers, Figtree ant Sheffield. Machen 

Dodd, Charles Eve Williem, Beanchamp Roo’ , Essex, Grocer. Jan 
Fa a 11.30 at offices of Scarlet and Suthery, indal square, Chelm s- 


Dodd, Walter, Bewcastle, Cumberland, Farmer. Jan 7 at 2 at offices 
of Ramshay and Mole, Brampton 

Dowell, William, Kings Norton, Worcester, Coal Dealer, Jan 8 at 
10.15 at offices of East, Temple street, Birmingham - 

Dyke, James, Newport; Monmouth, Grocer. Jan 10 at 1 at offices of 
Gibbs and Llewellyn, Tredegar place, Newport 

Featherstone, Thomas, Beilasize, York, Farmer. Jan 8 at 12 at offices 
of Green, Howden 

Fenton, Michael, and Robert Miller Fenton, Stoneferry, Kingston- 
upon-Hull, Seed Crushers. Jan 13 at 3 at George Hotel, Kingsten- 
apon-Hull. Eaton, Hull 

Foote, Walter, Leman street, Whitechap:], Hairdresser. sane 10 
at offices ~ Brighten and Co, pweeee ted street Witho 

Foster, Peter, Gorton, Lancaster, Smith. Jan 10 at 3s the Merehant’s 
Hotel, Oldham st, Manchester. Evans, Manchester 

Fox, Francis William, and Edwin Walker, St. George’s, Gloucaster. 
Enginee: . Jan 9 at 2 at Queen’s Hotel, Birmingham. Brittan and 


, Bristo 

Garner, Cunies, Moss Side, Manchester, Grocer. Jan 9 at 3 at offices 
of Tidswell, Brazennose street, Manche 

Gibbons, John. Glastonbury, Somerset, Farmer. Jan 9 at 13 at George 
Hotel, Glastonbury. Naider, Shepton Mallet 

Gridith, Thomas, Stockport, Chester, Innkeeper. Jan 21 at 1b at offices 
of Brown and Ainsworth, St Petersgate, Stockport 

Hall, James, Halifax, Paper Hanger. Jan 13 at 11 at offices of Long- 
bottom, Northgate chambers, Halifax 

Harold, Charies Edward, Forest hill, Kent, Butcher. Jan 7 at 2 at 
offices of Hogan and Hughes, Martin’s lane, Cannon street 

Harrap, Geo Heury, and Thomas Harrap, Hulme, Manchester, 
Timber Me ts. Jan 8 at 2 at offices of Lamb, St Peter's square, 
Manchester 

Harris, Charles, New Cross road, Kent, Builder. Jan 16 at 3 at offices 
of Peddell, Guildhall chambers, Basinghali street 

Harthan, Edwin, Oldham, Furniture Dealer. Jan 9 at $ at offices of 
Simpson and Hockin, Ciegg street, Oldham 

Haswell, John, Birmingham, out of business. Jan 9 at 3 at offices of 
Horton,Colmore row, Birmingham 

Heal, George, Axminster, Devon, Engineer. Jan liat 3.30 at Craven 
Hotel, Craven street, Strand. Friend, Exeter 

Herbert, Willism Henry, Kidmore End, Ox‘ord, Farmer, Jan 17 at 
11 at Wheatsheaf Hoee), Friar street, Reading. Belcher, Newbury 

Heron, Joseph, William Brown, and Fred Heron, Leeds, I: onfounders. 
Jan 10 at 3,3@ at offices of Tempest and Hewson, Albion street, Leeds 

Hindlaugh, Robert, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Shipowner. Jan !3 at ll 
at Incorporated Law Society, Royal arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Irgledew and Daggett, Newcastle-upou-Tyne 

Hiron, Samuel, Elford, S:afford, Farmer, Jan 13 at 3 at offices of 

Nevill and Atkins, Colehill, Tamworth 

Hirst, Isaac, Girlington, York, Stationer. Dec 31 at 11 at offices of 
Rhodes, Kirkgate, Bradford 

Hodgson, John, Bradford, York, eae. Jan 8 at 11 at offices of 
Cater, Piecehail yard, Bradfo' 

Holt, James, and George consi Mountain, Manchester, Cabinet 
Makers. Jan 10 at 1) at offizes of Smith, ey st, Manchester 

Hume, John George, esas 2n-Hall, out of business. Jaa 9 at 
3 at offices of Singleton and Martinson, Exchange bduildiags, Bow- 
lalley lane, Kingston-upon-H 

Humfrey, George Frederick, Smallheath, Birmingham ann 
Jan iS at li at r offices of Harvard, Waterloo st, Birwing 

Jefferies, Sten Hanham, Gloucester, Pig Dealer. Tan 8 Sat llat 

Ainsdale, Lancaster, Builder. Jan ‘4 at 2 at 


offices of Ward, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 
Evans and Locket, Commerce chambers, Lord st, Liver- 





Johns, James Richards, 
offices of 


pool 
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Jones, James, Pentre Ystrad, Rhondds, near Pontypridd. Jan 14 at 
12 at offices of Rosser, High st, Pontypridd 
h, Farmer. Jan 13 at 2 at offices of 


Jones, John, Tregarn, Monmout 
Williams, Monmouth .- ss 

Kilvington, John, K ‘on-upen-Holl, Licensed Victualler. Jan 6 at 
2 at the Sykes » Wellington st 

Lawreree, Elizabeth, Leicester, Grocer. Jan 17 at 2.30 at offices of 
Wright and Hincks, Belvoir nee 

Leab, Wiliam, John Crabtree, William Greenwood, George Cockcroft, 
and Enoch Cockcroft, Todmorden, Lancashire, Coiton Manufacturers. 
Jan 17 at 3 at offices of ao Co, Booth st, Manch ester 

Longbottom, Hugh Loughton, Tuxford, Nottingham, Miller. Jan 3 
at 10 at offices of Marshall, Chapel gate, East Retford 

Maidens, William, Southsea, Master Mariner, Jan 10 at 3 at offices of 
Ford, Queen st, Portsea ; 

Mershall. Amos, Pool Mill, Hereford, Coal Merchant. Jan 10 at 10 at 
offices of Osborne, Church st, Ross 

Meers, George Crittall, Canning Town, Essex, Lime Merchant’s Man- 
ager. Jan 13 at 3 at offices of Cooper, Chancery lane 

Mercer, Robert, Oldham, Coal Merchant. Jan 14 at 3 at the Mitre 
Hotel, Cathedral Gates, Manchester} 

Middleton, William, Gloucester, out of business. Jan 4at 3 at offices 
of Clark, College court, Gloucester 

Miller, Thomas Walter, Brighton, Tailor. Jan 15 at 3 at offices of Ody 
Camberwell park, Camberwell 

Moxey, James, Liverpool, Shoemaker. Jan 10 at 3 at offices of Gibson 
and Co, South Jobn st, Liverpool. Jones and Pride, Liverpool 

Nash, Jobn. Russell Town, Gloucester, Engine Smith. Jan 11 at 12 at 
offices of Roper, Nicholas st 

Nelson, Johr, sen. Joseph Jacob Nelson, and John Nelson, jun, Blyth, 
Northumberland, Chemists. Jan 9 at 2at the Traders’ Association 
Limited, Grainger st West, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Richardson, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Overton, Jobn, Saltley, nr Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. 
at 3 at offices of Ansell, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Parish, Frederick, Exeter, Mason. Jan 7 at 11 at offices of Campion, 
Bedford circus 

Pattison, George Fletcher, Tynemouth, Northemberland. Jan 13 at 
11 at the Incorporated Law Society, Royal arcade, Newcasetle-upon- 
Tyne, Hodge, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Peirce, William Adams, Woolston, Hants, Saddler. Jan 8 at 2 at 
Offices of Nicholls and Leatherdale, Old Jewry chambers, Cheapside. 
W? tts, Southampton 

Peplow, Ann, Wolverhampton, Licensed Victualler. 
offices of Stokes and H: r, Priory st, Dudley 

— George, Forebridge, Stafford, Publican. Jan 14at11 at offices 
of Bowen, Martin st. Stafford 

Perry, William Edwin, Wharton, Cheshire, Publican. Jan10 at 10 at 
the Royal Hotel, Crewe. Cooke, Winsford 

Plumb, Thomas Weston, Birkenhead, Bookseller. Jan 7 at 2 at cffices 
Richardson and Co, Cook st, Liverpool 

Pontey, Edworth, Leeds, Grocer. Jan 9 at 3 at offices of Lodge, Park 
row, Leeds 

Pressley, Frederick, Worksop, Notiingham, Dealer in Boots. Jan 10 
at 2 at the Incorporated Law Society’s Room, A'dine ct, High st 
Sheffield. Greaves and Allen, Sheffield 

Richards, Charles Watkin, Newport, Mon, Coal Merchant, Jan 16 at 
12 at offices of Williams and Co, Dock st, Newport 

Roberts, David, L'andrillo, Merioneth, Butcher. 
offices of Sherratt, Regent st, Wrexham 

Robinson, John, Hu'me, Draper. Jan6 at 3 at cffices of Blakeway, 
Deensgate, Manchester 

Rodwell, James William, Great Grimsby, Ship’s Chindler. Jan 10 at 
2 at offices of Clark+on and Co, Carter lane, Doctor’s common. Grange 
and Wintringham, Great Grimsby 

Sayce, John, Tenbury, Worcester, Piumber. Jan 8 at 11.30 at offices 
of Preston and Davis, Tenbury 

Scott, John Henry, Bradtord, Joiner. Jan7 at 12 at offices of Beverley, 
Hustlergate, Bradford 

Settle, James, Liverpool, Pianoforte Dealer. Jan8 at 2 at offices of 
Jones, Cook st, Liverpool be 

Smiles, Thomas, Middlesbcrough, Concrete Paver. Jan 7 at 2 at offices 
of Teale, Albertrd, Middlesborough 

Smith, John, Armathwaite, Cumberland, Timber Merchant. Jan 9 at 
11 at « ffices of Donald and Ostell, Castle st, Carlisle 

Smith, Mary Ann, Great Castertov, Rutland, Innkeeper. Jan 9 at 11 
at offices of Law, St Mary’s place, Stamford 

Speed, John, Live: pool, vision Dealer. Jan 7 at 12 at offices of 
Etty, Lord st, Liverpool 

Stanley, Jacob, Melton Mowbray, Fishmonger. Jan 8 at 3 at the Gre: ; 
Northern Hotel, Great Grimsby. Baker, jun, Melton Mowbray 

Steeds, Stephen, and Frederick Bird, Radstock, Somerset, Coal Mer- 
chents. Jan 10et 2 at offices of Trive and Co, Albion chambers, 
Bristol, Fussell and Co, Bristol 

Stevenson, George Frederick, Nottingham, Joiner. Jan 15 at 11 at 
offices of Whittingham, Exchange welk, Nottingham 

Stone, Alfred, Bideford, Devon, Cabinet Maker. Jan 10 at 11.£0 at 
0! of Thorne, Castle st, Barnstaple 

mappa Preston, Draper. Jan 8 at 3 at offices of Thompson. Lune 

, 

Stromer, Carl Paul Ernst, Kingston-upon-Hu!J, Merchant. Jan 7 at 3 

4 Sen's Imperial Hotel, Paragon s', Hull. Holden and Co, 


Jan 8 


Jan 10 at 3 at 


Jan 31 at 11 at 


Stroud, Temple, Cwmbrynar, Mon, Colliery Proprietor. Jan 13 at 1 
at offices of Morgan and Scott, High st, Cardi ; 
Tait, William Edmund, Wantage, Berks, Boot Dealer. Jan 16 at 12a t 
Tomalin, Tom Gutecridge, Lin 
omalin, Tom ge, Lingrave, Bedford, Baker. Jan 20 at 2 at 
offices of Lee, Barnard’s inn, Holborn 4 
Waghorn, George, Tunbridge Wells, Marine Store Dealer. Jan 11 at 
10 at 32, London rd, Tanbridge Wells. Ody, Trinity st, Southwark 
Warmisbam, and John Warmisham, Croft, ashire, Brick 
Makers. Jen 7 at 3 at offices of Davies and Co, Bewsey chambers, 
. Brook and Davies, Warrington 
Carnarvon, Builder. Jan 10 at 12 at 
, Chester, Chamberjain, Llandu 
‘Wiskice, Themes, Leicester, Builder. Jan 17 at 3.30 at 7, Belvoir st, 





‘Winn, William Heslop, Leeds, Eatisg house Ki 
inn, 8 Bg eeper, J 
offices of Cousins, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds) 7 atlas 
Wood, John, Moses Walker, and Charles Riley, Warrington, Mann. 
facturers of Aerated Waters. Jan 14 at 10.30 at offices of Ridgway 
bet Worsley, nage st oa _ a - : ton 
Woodman uisa, Clapham rd. Jan a at offices 
Great Marlborough st, Regent st of Norman, 


Tuxspay, Dec 31, 1878. 


Armitage, John, and Robert Pearce, 8t John st, Clerkenwell, Provision 
Merchants. Jan 14 at 11 at the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st, 
Pearce and Sons, Giltspur st 

Atchison, John, Rochester row, Westminster, Baker. Jan 17 ats at 
offices of Nicholls, Gresham st 

Ayre, Benjamin Joseph, Upton place, Stratford, Cow Keeper. Jan 1p 
at 3 at offices of Cooper, Chanc:ry lane 

Barton, Thomas Wintersgill, Farnworth, Lancashire, Coal M 
Jan 6 at 3 at offices of Hulton and Co, Bowker’s row, Bolton 

Bazier, Georze James, Lordship lane, Wood green, Cattle Dealer. Jag 
13 at 1 at offices of Field, Furnival’s inn 

Birkley, Thomas, London st, Fenchurch st, Outfitter. Jan 17 at 2a 
the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. McDiarmid, Old Jewry chambers 

Blundell, Joseph Thomas, Barnet grove, Hackney rd, Boot Maker, 
Jan 14 at 3 at offices of Foord, Pinner’s Hall, Old Broad st 

Born, Thomas George, Parnham st, Limehouse, Seedsman. Jan 6 at 
3 at 19, Worship st, Finsbury. Fenton, Highgate 

Botibol, Isaac, Bridgewater eq, Barbican, Flower Mannfacturer, Jap 
23 at 2 at offices of Webb and Co, Barbican chambers, Barbican 

Bowley, Joseph, Isledon rd, Holloway, Builder. Jan 15 at 1 at offices 
of Walls and Co, Queen Victoria st 

Burlumi, Theodore Athanase; Belsize sq, Hampstead, out of busines:, 
Jan 23 at 3 at offices of Young, Newgate st 

Callendsr, Thomas, Simpasture, Durham, Farmer. Jan 7 at 11 at 
offices of Wooler, Priestgate, Darlington 

Carter, Oliver John, Cheltenham, Coal Merchant. Jan 13 at3 at offices 
of Clark, Regent st, Cheltenham a" 

Chamberlin, William, Beck Bardney, Lincoln, Farmer. Jan 13 at It 
at offices of Jay, Bank st, Lincoln. Brittle, Nottingham 

Davis, Charles William, Upper Thames st, Paper Merchant. Jan 20 at 
3at 11! Cheapeide. Wild and Co, Ironmonger lane 

Dodd, George, Tunstall, Stafford, Beerhouse keeper. Jan 8 at 11 at 
offices of Tennant and Co, Cheapside, Hanley 

Duffield, John Bibby, Bradford, York, Leather Merchant. Jan 8 at 10 
at offices of Peel and Gaunt, Chapel lane, Bradford 

Ebsworth, Robert, Cortet ct, Gracechurch st, Commission Merchants, 
Jan 16 at 3.30 at offices of Harding and Co, Old Jewry. Lattey and 
Hart, Gresham House, Old Broad st 

Ebsworth, Roktert Mitchell, Corbet ct, Gracechurch st, Commission 
Merchant. Jan 16a: 3 at offices of Harding and Co, Old Jewry. 
Lattey and Hart, Gresham House, Old Broad st 

Ellis, Griffith, Aberystwyth, Cardigan, Slate Enameller. 
2.30 at the White Lion Hotel. Machynlleth. Jones 

Goldsmid, Lambert, Cotton si, Whitechapel, Carman. Jan 14 at 19at 
offices of Sydney and Son, Finsbury circus 

Harris, Stephen, and George Zephania Harris, Yeovil, Somerset, 
Builders. Jan 11 at 12 at the Red Lion Ion, Yeovil. Watts, Yeovil 


Jan 14 at 


Isaac, Hopkin, Bettws, Carmarthen, Innkeep’r. Jna 14 at 10.15 at the 

Cross Inn Hotel, Cross Inn, L'andebie, Bishop, Llandilo 

Jacob, David, Midd'eway, Carmarthen, Farm Labourer. Jan 7 at 
10.5 at offices of Evans, Red st, Carmirthen 

Jacobs, William, Great Yarmouth, Fish Curer. Jan 14 at 11 at offices 
of Cowl, South Quay, Great Yarmouth 

Lancefield, Jchn James Winchester, Builder, Jan 9 at 3 at offices of 
Bailey and White, Jewry st, Winchester 

Mackenzie, Jonathan, Lending’s Mill, nr Barnard Castle, York, ont of 
business. Jan 8 at 11.30 at the Townball Tavern, Richmond, 
Wilkes, Darlington 

Mangnall, William, Halliwell, Lancashire, Agent. Jan 8 at 3 at offices 
of Riley, Fold st, Bolton 

McCooey, John, and Arthur McCooey, Aldermanbury Postern, Mer~ 
chants. Jan 8 at 2 at offices of Chipman, King William st. 
pard, Finch lane, Cornhill 

Morris, Richard, Landore, nr Swansea, Provision Deater. Jan 8 at lb 


at offices cf Jel'icoe, Prospect place, Swansea 

Nayler, Frederick, Lynden cottage, Brixton rd, Manufacturer. Jan I? 
at 2 at offices of Webb and Son, Barbican chambers, Barbican 

Owen, Henry, Ab»rystwith, Cardigan, of no occupation. Janl4 at3e 
the White Lion Hotel, Machynlleth. Jores 

Parry, Llewelyn, Nelson, Lancashire, Builder. Jan 9 at 11 at the 
Whittaker’s Queen’s Hotel, Curson st, Burnley. Walton, Blackbura 

Parry, Peter, Liysfaen, Oarnaryon,Grocer. Jan 14 at 12 at the Albion 
Ina, Chester. Davies, Holywell 

Pick, Alfred, Fosdyke Fen, Lincoln, Farmer. 
of Rice and Co, Main Ridge, Boston 

Pim, John Robert, Cardiff, Licensed Victualler. 
— of Bute Hotel, Great Frederick st, Cardiff. 

Pugh, David, Winchester, Builder, Jan 14 at 2 at offices of Pain and 

ke, Jewry chamb rs, Jewry st, Winchester 

Serrano, Augustin, Rothwell st, t’s Park rd, Commercial Clerk. 
Jan 17 at 3 at offices of Saffery and Co, Old Jewry chambers, 
Jewry. Keene and Marsland, Mark laue 

Shuttleworth, David, Keighley, York, Groeer. Jan 10 at 2.30 at offices: 
of Robinson and Robinson, sm pat 

Smith, James, Darlington, Grocer. Jan 7 at 11 at offices of Robinson, 
Chancery lane, Darlington 

Thomas, Joseph, High st, Southgate, Coach Builder. Jan 15 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Tavern. Godfray, Finsbury place 

Teeen, Teomes, West Farleigh, Kent, out of business. Jan 14 at 

Jan 18 ot 


Jan 14 ab 12 at offices 


Jan 8 at 11 at the 
Price, Car-- 


.30 at offices of Norton and Son, Earl st, Maidstone 
Venables, William, Llanilwchaiaro, Montgomery, Farmer. 
11 at offices of Powell, Broad st, Newport 
Walker, William Glen, Queen Victoria st, Merchant. Jan 10 at 3 ab 
offices of Tarquand and Uo, Tokenhouse yard, Davis and Oo, Cole~ 
man s 
Wray, Mary, Kent, out of busines, Jan 7at 3 at offices of Basset, 
Eastgate, Rochester 
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SCHWEITZER'S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


teed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 


tracted. 
So calty PrOnOUNCE it ‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 


for Breakfa:‘t, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 


poveragé s 
Invalids bildren. 
sot ghly commended by the entire Medical Press. 


Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
yeops better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
gp yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 


Mixtures. 
thn suc htantancously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 


costing less than a halfpenny. 
ea at VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
Vanilla Chocolate, ani may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 


-" tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 


Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
67, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 


Will be glad to forward his new Pamphlet gratis an‘ post-free, which 

ins the only perfectly painless system of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 
have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853,—Consultation daily free. 


EDE AND 50N 


ROBE at MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


SORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY® CLERGY GOWNS, BC 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND 
SOLICITORS. 


STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PENS. 


This new Ink supplies the demand continualiy made but never 
before met, for a Red Ink which is uninjared by Steel or other 
Metallic Pens. Steel Pens left in this ink for months do not impair 
the beauty of its colour, nor are the Pens in the least corroded by it. 
The existing Red Inks rapidly destroy Steel Pens, and lose their red 
colour if used with other than Gold or Quill Pens. This new colour 
isa very rich scarlet red of great beauty. The colour of this ink is 
not affected by use upon parchnient, and is quently of great 
value to Solicitors and Draughtsmen, 

Sold in stone bottles, retail at 1s,, 2s., 3s.; and Imperial Quarts of 
40ounces at 6s.each. Also in glass bottles at 6d. and ls. each. 


UNIVERSITY COLLEGE, LONDON. 


The Professorship of Roman Law will become acant at the close of 
the present session, Applications for the appoint nent will be received 
on or before January 20 at the Office of the College, Gower-atreet, 
TALFOURD ELY, M.A., Secretary. 

















ve 


OLICITORS’, Merchants’, Public or Private Com- 

panies’ Office:, in noble City building, c rner Moorgate-street 

and London-wall, site of old Chapel ; opportunity of securing splendid 

mite of any number of rooms at exceptionally low rents, to secure 
te tenants.—Attendant on premises. 


To BARRISTERS and OTHERS.—A Suite of four 
excellent rooms (three large light front and one clerk’s room), 
with exclusive use of lavatory and W.O., to Let in LAW COURTS 
AMBERS, 33, Chancery-lane, suitable for two or three barris‘ers or 

& professional. gentleman, Non-residential. Rent £90 per annum, 
ing rates and taxes, Rent to commence as from Ladydsy next, 
zAely toMr. Rosseat Watson, 37, Cursitor-street, Chancery-!ane, 








‘Cetin 


AW EXAMINATIONS.—Preparation for Pre- 

liminary, Intermediate, Final Solicitors’—London University 

Arte and Law Degrees—either by class; private lesson, or correspond- 
£nce,—H, J. Bowsw, 4, Stone-bui!dings, Lincoln’s-inn, W.0. 








R. T. BATEMAN NAPIER, CLIFFORD'S- 
INN _ PRIZEMAN, Winner of the Law Society’s ONLY 
SCHOLARSHIP, and CONVEYANCING GOLD MEDALIST, 187 
reads with Gent's men for the PRELIMINARY, INTERMEDIATE, sod 
FINAL. Private Pupils. Honour Claes taken separately. 
Classes for the April Examinations commence reading in January. 
1, Mirre Covat Buripines, Kine’s Bence Wark; Temete, E.C.- 


AW EXAMINATIONS.—Mr. Atzzrr Sr. Pavn 

(M.A. Oxun), Solicitor, prepares gentlemen for their Preliminary, 

Intermediate, and Final Examinations, either privately, or in class. 
Resident pupils received.—Address, 11, Staple-inn, London, W.C, 


NE PENNY PER FOLIO. ABSTRACTS. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Bills of Costs. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Briefs. 
ONE PEF NY PER FOLIO. Fair Copy. 
Hoorsr & Sons, 69, Ludgate-hill. 


ORTHERN COUNTIES OF ENGLAND FIRE. 
INSURANCE COMPANY (LIMITED). 
Head Office: Fennell- street, Manchester. 
Caritat—ONE MILLION STERLING. 
PAID-UP and INVESTED- += = -+- = £230,000 
Being the second largest Paid-up Capital of any Company in the 
Kingdom purely devoted to fire business. 
ANNUAL INCOME upwardsof - - = «+ £100,000 
The Northern Counties of England, being essentially a Non-Tariff 
Compary,is in no way bound by the fixed rates of the Tariff Companies, 
bot rates each risk on its own individual merits, giving every eon~ 
sideration to superiority in construction and management, and making 
a liberal allowance for fire-extinguishing appliances. 
Surveys made and Rates qucted Free of Charge. 
Special terms allowed to Solicitors for the introduction of Business. 


JAMES E. CRABTREE, General Manager. 
He AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 














Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong, 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on: the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :~— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 
upon, 

Brits issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any ofthe Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. . 

Sates AND Purcuasss effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same under= 
taken. 

Interest drawn and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency, 
British and Indian transacted. J. THOMSON, irmap . 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER’S 

LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to beSOLD or LET, including 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 

Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 

Investments generally, is published on the first day of each months 

and may be obtained, free ofcharge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C.+ 

or wil! be sent by postin return for two stamps.—Particulars for inse = 

tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe erd 
of the preceding month. 


LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 


No. 117, OHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
a ag ey GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 


direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and thestrictest 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for adverstise 
ment and file of ** Loadon Gazstte”’ kept, By appointment. 











‘pane CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL, a quarto of 16 
pages in each number, is published weekly in St. Louis, Mo.; is 

fresh, vigorous, varied, and practical; affords toits subscribers the 

very latest information in regard to important decisions in State and 

Federal Courts long before their publication elsewhere; furnishes. 
rompt and gereral legal news; is, in short, a law library in itself. 
ead what its subscribers say :— 

‘‘ It is, in fact, what it purports to be, a legal newspaper,””—Chief 
Justice Waite, United States Supreme Court, 

“¢ It is of great service both tothe practitioner and the jadge.”—Hon. 
J. P. Bradley, United States Supreme Court. 

‘*T should much regret to forego the weekly instruction and plessure 
I have derived from it, Aside from the miscellaneous content of the- 
Journal, which are always readable, the large number of recent cases 
which it farnishes, in authentic shape, and much in advances of the 
regular reports, makes: it of great practical use to the profession.” 
—Francis Hilliard, Worcester. 

It is seldom that a new journal in any field is enabled, from the 
start, to achieve so decided a success, and none ever deserved it better.” 
—Hon. Thomas M. Cooley, Ann Harbour. Mich. 

Subscription price, 5 dols. per annum, Bound, vol. 1 (1874), & dols. 








1HE SOLIOITORS' JOURNAL. 


Jan. 4 1879, 








all Boots and 


LARGEST SALE IN LONDON. 
\ Always look fot 
\ 7" WAUKENPHAST. 
on the Seles of — BOOTS for GENTLEMEN, and CHEAPEST HOUSE for Boys’ Boots 
Choose your size, and your number will be registered for future orders, 


59, 60, 61, HAYMARKET, LONDON, §.y. 


FIVE MILES AN HOUR Rasy 
(REGISTERED TRADE MARK.) 








PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C. 


paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s. 

Drart Paper, 5s., 6s. 6d., 7s. 6d., 78. 9d.,and 9s. 9d. per ream. 

‘Brier Paper, 15s, 6d., 17s, 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

FootscaP Parer, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s. 6d. per ream. 

CrEaM-Laip Nore, 3s., 4s-, and 5s. per ream. 

Lare@t Craeam-.aip Norte, 48. 64., 6s. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Lanes Buve Nore, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per ream. 

Envetorgs, Cream 08 Buve, 3s, 9d., 48. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per 1000. 

Tue “ Tempie’’ ENVELOPE, extra secure, 9s. 6d. per 1000. 

FootscaP OrriciaL Enve.ores, ls. 9d. per 100. 

Parreipce & Coorer’s Vettum Wove Cxvs-Hovser Nore, 9s. 6d. 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthless 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe that 
zach sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, “PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” without 
which none is genuine. 

Anprnrore Sxixs, Printed and Machme-ruled, 2s. 5d. each, 28s. per 
doz., 135s. per roll. 

ps OR FoLLowers, Ruled, 2s. 1d, each, 24s, per dozen, 115s, per 


roll. 
RECORDS OR MemORIALS, 8d. each, 78. 6d. per dozen, 


Ledgers Day Books, Cash Books, Let‘er or Minute Books. 
An immense stock in various bindings. 





The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisitc onder the above Acts supplied on the shortest no tig 








The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for imm 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily 
in the Po get. for registration and distribution. SHARE cin 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL, 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches, Com 
pinies Fee Stamps Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). —_ 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


yy NEE SAVES: tee Deeds, from £4 8s, to 
av ? Is. 


M ILNER®S’ SAFES oor Jewellery, from £7 10s, 
35. 














LAW COPYING OFFICE: 


75, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.0O. 


NO CHARGE FOR PAPER. 
DOCUMENTS COPIED iid. per folio, Engrossed 


PLANS COPIED. 

LAW and GENERAL PRINTING. 

LAW and GENERAL LITHOGRAPHY. 

LAW and GENERAL STATIONERY. 
PARCHMENT .—Indentures ruled and red lined 


for 15, 20, and 30 folios, 248, dozen ; Followers, 22s, dozen. 
ACCOUNT BOOKS of Every Description. 
DIE SINKING and STAMPING. 
COPYING and LEVER PRESSES. 


EDWARD TANN, 


75, CHANCERY LANE, & 308, HIGH HOLBORN. 
Samples forwarded. Estimates given. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
LAW, PARLIAMENTARY, AND 
GENERAL PRINTERS, 


LONSDALE BUILDINGS, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
[Previously styled Chancery Buildings.] 








Every description of printing executed with the utmost speed 
and upon reasonable terms. 





Entrance through the Corridor of the New 
ee the Post Office, Chancery 
e. 


DINNEFORD’S MAGNESIA. 


The Medical Profession for over Forty Years have approved of this pure 





solution as the best remedy for 
ACIDITY of the STO: HEARTBURN, HEADACHE, GOUT 
and IGESTION, 
And as the safest Agden for Delicate Constitutions, Ladies, 
hildren, and Infante. 


DINNEFORD’S MAGNESIA, 








M ILNERS’ SAFES for Plate, from £19 5s. to £90, 


yas SAFES for Books and Documents, 
from £8 16s, to £93 10s. 


[My NEES SAFES ie Lawyers, from £8 16s, fo 
10s. 


Vy Ess’ SAFES for Jewellers, from £13s, 4s, 
to £246 2s. 6d. 


fyy eae SAFES for Bankers, from £33 11s, to 
£502 10s. 


ILNERS’ SAFE COMPANY (Limited), Liver- 


pool. London: Milners’-buildings (0 ite Moorga 
Station), City, E.C. Manchester; 28, BN sory —— 


BEAND AND 00’S OWN SAUCE 
GoUrs, PRESERVED PROVISIONS 
POTTED MEATS and YORK and GAME PIs, 
ESSENCE OF BEEF, BEEF TBA 
(TURTLE SOUP, AND JELLY, and other 
GPEOIALITIES for INVALIDS 


CAUTION:—BEWARE OF IMITATIONS. 
0. Tress : 
11, LITTLE STANHOPE STREET, MAYFAIR, W, 


7 aus COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


A SLIGHT ADDITION OF THE EXTRACT GIVES GREAT 
STRENGTH AND FLAVOUR TO SOUPS, MADE DISHES, 
AND SAUOES, AND EFFECTS GREAT ECONOMY. 


IEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


Caution.—Genuine only with facsmile of Baron Liebig’s signa- 
ture in bine ink caross label. 


|_ 224 COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


In use in most households throughout the Kingdom. 
L214 OOMPANY’S EXTRAOT OF MEAT 


——, 


















































ALKERS GRYSTAL CASE MATCHES = 
1661. coil om 165 Lees ‘Bilver from, 6 8s,—17, Gomnbili ; 290 
















































































































